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The  proposed  action  is  to  implement  various  components  of  the  Bannack  master  site  plan. 
Specifically,  (1)  evaluate  and  upgrade  the  fire  detection  and  security  system,  including  relocating 
controls  to  new  shop,  (2)  replace  existing  latrines  at  upper  campground  and  center  of  townsite 
with  disabled  accessible  vault  models,  (3)  evaluate  31  historic  buildings  and  make 
recommendations  for  stabilization  and  stabilize  approxunately  five  structures,  (4)  construct  new 
shop  building  with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (6)  remodel  State  house  into  park 
administrative  offices,  with  year  round,  disabled  accessible  public  restrooms,  public  meeting 
room,  and  outdoor  drinking  fountain,  (7)  remodel  Thompson  House  into  seasonal  staff  housing 
with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (8)  develop  a  new  park  entrance  with  gate,  self  serve  fee 
station  and  interpretive  area,  (9)  upgrade  existing  visitor  center  parking  lot,  (10)  unprove 
existing  parking  lot  at  group  use  area,  and  (11)  develop  entrance  trail  from  new  group  use  area 
parking  lot  to  town  entrance. 

The  department  received  two  written  comments  on  the  Environmental  Assessment  (EA).  The 
comments  concerned  the  incorrect  naming  of  three  historic  structures  in  the  Bannack  Building 
Condition  Assessment  draft  report  and  the  possible  requirement  for  a  storm  water  general  permit 
for  the  project. 

Historic  Structure  Names 

FWP  does  not  have  a  formal  process  for  designating  the  names  of  the  various  historic  structures 
at  Bannack  State  Park.  What  the  buildings  are  called  has  evolved  from  general  usage  and  reflect 
things  such  as  the  builder  of  the  structure,  first,  last  or  other  owner  of  the  building,  a  use  of  the 
building  at  a  given  point  in  time,  etc.  It  was  brought  to  the  departments'  attention  by  a  former 
park  manager  who  advised  the  consultant  preparing  the  Building  Condition  Assessment,  that  he 
(former  manager)  had  misidentified  three  buildings  that  appeared  on  a  map  in  the  Assessment. 
The  "correct"  names  of  structures  A5-2,  A5-3,  and  A22-2  are  Daisy  Ashworth  House,  Marge 
Griffith  House,  and  Sudsberry  House  respectively  and  will  be  listed  as  such  in  the  Building 
Condition  Assessment  final  report. 
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The  proposed  action  is  to  implement  various  components  of  the  Bannack  master  site  plan. 
Specifically,  (1)  evaluate  and  upgrade  the  fire  detection  and  security  system,  including  relocating 
controls  to  new  shop,  (2)  replace  existmg  latrines  at  upper  campground  and  center  of  townsite 
with  disabled  accessible  vault  models,  (3)  evaluate  31  historic  buildings  and  make 
recommendations  for  stabilization  and  stabilize  approximately  five  structures,  (4)  construct  new 
shop  building  with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (6)  remodel  State  house  into  park 
administrative  offices,  with  year  round,  disabled  accessible  public  restrooms,  public  meeting 
room,  and  outdoor  drinking  fountain,  (7)  remodel  Thompson  House  into  seasonal  staff  housing 
with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (8)  develop  a  new  park  entrance  with  gate,  self  serve  fee 
station  and  interpretive  area,  (9)  upgrade  existing  visitor  center  parking  lot,  (10)  improve 
existing  parking  lot  at  group  use  area,  and  (11)  develop  entrance  trail  from  new  group  use  area 
parking  lot  to  town  entrance. 

The  department  received  two  written  comments  on  the  Environmental  Assessment  (EA).  The 
comments  concerned  the  incorrect  naming  of  three  historic  strucmres  in  the  Bannack  Building 
Condition  Assessment  draft  report  and  the  possible  requirement  for  a  storm  water  general  permit 
for  the  project. 

Historic  Strucmre  Names 

FWP  does  not  have  a  formal  process  for  designating  the  names  of  the  various  historic  structures 
at  Bannack  State  Park.  What  the  buildings  are  called  has  evolved  from  general  usage  and  reflect 
things  such  as  the  builder  of  the  structure,  fnst,  last  or  other  owner  of  the  building,  a  use  of  the 
building  at  a  given  point  in  time,  etc.  It  was  brought  to  the  departments'  attention  by  a  former 
park  manager  who  advised  the  consultant  preparing  the  Building  Condition  Assessment,  that  he 
(former  manager)  had  misidentified  three  buildings  that  appeared  on  a  map  in  the  Assessment. 
The  "correct"  names  of  strucmres  A5-2,  A5-3,  and  A22-2  are  Daisy  Ashworth  House,  Marge 
Griffith  House,  and  Sudsberry  House  respectively  and  will  be  listed  as  such  in  the  Building 
Condition  Assessment  fmal  report. 
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Storm  Water  Permit 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Sciences  commented  that  a  storm  water  general 
permit  for  construction  activity  may  be  required  if  five  acres  or  more  will  be  disturbed  (clearing, 
grading  and  excavating)  or  if  there  is  a  disturbance  of  greater  than  one  acre  if  simated  less  than 
100  feet  from  state  waters. 

Additions  to  EA 

Since  the  release  of  the  EA  the  department  has  developed  a  stabilization  priority  list  of  20 
historic  buildings  analyzed  in  the  Bannack  Building  Condition  Assessment  draft  report.  The 
priority  list  will  help  determine  the  general  order  of  building  stabilization  work  to  be  performed 
but  will  be  adjusted  accordingly  by  health  and  safety  concerns,  ability  of  park  staff  to  perform 
certain  elements  of  work  and  funding  availability.    The  priorities  are  as  follows: 

1.  B13-3  Large  Bam 

2.  Bl-3    Governor's  Mansion  Shop 

3.  Al-4  French's  Bam 

4.  A14-2  Bachelor  Row  Cabin 

5.  A 14-2  Bachelor  Row  Cabin 

6.  A19-3  Kepler's  Cabin 

7.  B8      Unknown 

8.  A5-3   Marge  Griffith  House  , 

9.  A5-2   Daisy  Ashworth  House  ' 

10.  A7-1   Road  Agent  Store 

11.  A25     Anderson  House 

12.  A7-2  Horse  Bam 

13.  A13-3  Carriage  House  I 

14.  B7      Wamecke  Cabin 

15.  Al-3   Elliot  House 

16.  Bl-1    Brewer  Cabin 

17.  All     Jackson  House 

18.  A22-2  Fisher  House 

19.  A13-5  Unknown 

20.  A 13-4  Unknown 

The  EA  lists  various  supplemental  reports  (page  2)  generated  during  the  design  and  planning 
phase  of  this  project  proposal.  The  Interpretive  Plan  draft  has  been  made  final  and  copies  are 
available  at  Bannack  State  Park  and  the  Region  Three  office  in  Bozeman. 

With  the  above  listed  corrections,  clarifications,  and  additional  information  to  the  draft  EA,  this 
decision  notice  will  act  as  a  supplement  which  changes  the  draft  to  the  final  EA. 

\ 
The  department  has  evaluated  the  EA  and  applicable  laws,  regulations,  and  policies  and  has 


determined  that  this  action  will  not  have  a  significant  effect  on  the  human  and  natural 
environment.    Therefore,  an  environmental  impact  statement  will  not  be  prepared. 

The  department's  decision  is  to  implement  Alternative  A  which  is  to  implement  various 
components  of  the  revised  Bannack  master  site  plan  as  described  above,  in  the  priority  order 
listed.  Work  on  the  project  will  likely  commence  in  the  fall  of  1995,  with  the  majority  of  the 
work  continuing  in  the  spring,  summer  and  fall  of  1996. 

The  EA  may  be  viewed  or  obtained  from  the  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks,  Bozeman, 
Montana.    Please  direct  requests  and  questions  to  me. 

Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


Stephen  L.  Lewis 
Regional  Supervisor 
(406)  994-4042 
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Bozeman,  MT  59715  March  15,  1995 

TO:      Environmental  Quality  Council,  Capitol  Building,  Room  106,  POB  201704,  Helena,  MT  59620- 

1704 

Dept.  of  Health  &  Environmental  Sciences,  Director's  Office,  Cogswell  Building,  POB  200901, 

Helena,  MT  59620-0901 
Dept.  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 

Director's  Office 

Parks  Division 

Fisheries  Division-Bruce  Rehwinkel 

Wildlife  Division 

Lands  Section 

Design  and  Construction 

Legal  Unit 

Mary  Ellen  McDonald 
Montana  Historical  Society,  State  Historic  Preservation  Office,  POB  201202,  Helena,  MT 
59620-1202 

Montana  State  Library,  1515  E.  Sixth  Ave.,  POB  201800,  Helena,  MT  59620-1800 
Jim  Jensen,  Montana  Environmental  Information  Center,  POB  1184,  Helena,  MT  59624 
Janet  Ellis,  Montana  Audubon  Council,  POB  595,  Helena,  MT  59624 
George  Ochenski,  POB  689,  Helena,  MT  59624 
Beaverhead  County  Commissioners,  2  Pacific,  Dillon,  MT  59725 
Jerry  DiMarco,  P.O.  Box  1571,  Bozeman,  MT   59771 
Bannack  Association,  Inc.  P.O.  Box  1426,  Dillon,  MT  59725 
Bannack  State  Park,  4200  Bannack  Road,  Dillon,  MT  59725 
Montana  Wildlife  Federation,  P.O.  Box  1175,  Helena,  MT  59624-1175 

Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

The  enclosed  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  has  been  prepared  for  the  Bannack  Phase  II  Development 
Project,  and  is  submitted  for  your  consideration.  Questions  and  comments  will  be  accepted  until  5  p.m., 
April  28,  1995.  If  you  have  questions,  feel  free  to  contact  me  at  994-4042.  All  comments  should  be  sent 
to  the  undersigned  at  1400  S.  19th,  Bozeman,  MT   59715. 

Thank  you  for  your  interest. 

Sincerely, 


Stephen  L.  Lewis 
Regional  Supervisor 


DRAFT 

MEPA/NEPA/HB495  CHECKLIST 
PART  I.    PROPOSED  ACTION  DESCRIPTION 

1 .  Type  of  Proposed  State  Action  Implementation  of  master  site  plan  elements  such  as 
continued  historic  building  stabilization  work,  construction  of  new  shop,  remodel  park 
managers  residence,  adapt  State  House  for  use  as  park  administrative  center,  remodel 
Thompson  House  to  use  for  seasonal  employee  housing  and  other  similar  work.  (See 
#9.  Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action  for  complete  list  of  work). 

2.  Agency  Authority  for  the  Proposed  Action  The  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife 
&  Parks  is  authorized  to  plan  and  develop  outdoor  recreational  resources  in  the  state 
(23-2-101  MCA). 

3.  Name  of  Project  Bannack  Phase  II  Development  Project. 

4.  Name,  Address  and  Phone  Number  of  Project  Sponsor  (if  other  than  the  agency) 

Agency 

5.  If  Applicable: 

Estimated  Construction/Commencement  Date  Spring.  1996 

Estimated  Completion  Date  Fall,  1996 

Current  Status  of  Project  Design  (%  complete)  90% 

6.  Location  Affected  by  Proposed  Action  (county,  range  and  township) 

Bannack  State  Park,  Beaverhead  County  in  Range  1 1  West,  Township  8  South,  Section 
6. 


7.  Project  Size:  Estimate  the  number  of  acres  that  would  be  directly  affected  that  are 
currently: 

(a)  Developed:  (d)         Floodplain acres 

residential acres 

industrial acres  (e)         Productive: 

irrigated  cropland acres 

(b)  Open  Space/Woodlands/  dry  cropland    acres 

Recreation acres  forestry acres 

rangeland    acres 

(c)  Wetlands/Riparian  other    20  acres 

Areas acres  (Historic  Townsite) 

8.  Map/site  plan:  attach  an  original  8  1/2"  x  11"  or  larger  section  of  the  most  recent 
USGS  7.5'  series  topographic  map  showing  the  location  and  boundaries  of  the  area 
that  would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  action.  A  different  map  scale  may  be 
substituted  if  more  appropriate  or  if  required  by  agency  rule.  If  available,  a  site  plan 
should  also  be  attached. 

Topographic  map  and  master  site  plan  attached  (see  pages  20  &  21). 


Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  Project  including  the  Benefits  and 
Purpose  of  the  Proposed  Action. 

The  proposed  action  will  be  to  implement  various  components  of  the  Bannack  master 
site  plan.  Specifically,  (1 )  evaluate  and  upgrade  the  fire  detection  and  security  system, 
including  relocating  controls  to  the  new  shop,  (2)  replace  existing  latrines  at  upper 
campground  and  center  of  townsite  with  disabled  accessible  vault  models,  (3)  evaluate 
31  historic  buildings  and  make  recommendations  for  stabilization  and  stabilize 
approximately  five  structures  (the  structures  to  be  determined  from  assessment),  (4) 
construct  new  shop  building  with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (5)  renovate  and' 
remodel  site  managers  residence  including  new  drainfield,  (6)  remodel  State  House  into 
park  administrative  offices,  with  a  year  round,  disabled  accessible  public  restrooms, 
public  meeting  room,  and  outdoor  drinking  fountain,  (7)  remodel  Thompson  House  into 
seasonal  staff  housing  with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  (8)  develop  a  new  park 
entrance  with  gate,  self  serve  fee  station  and  interpretive  area,  (9)  upgrade  existing 
visitor  center  parking  lot,  (10)  improve  existing  parking  lot  at  group  use  area,  and  (11) 
develop  entrance  trail  from  new  group  use  area  parking  lot  to  town  entrance. 

Plans,  which  display  the  work  to  be  performed  on  various  proposed  action  components 
cited  above  are  found  on  pages  22-29,  and  are  listed  below: 

1.  Fire  Protection  System  Abstract,  page  22. 

2.  Building  Condition  Assessment  Report,  structural  priority  map,  page  23. 

3.  Proposed  Shop  Facility  (Sheet  S-3),  page  24. 

4.  Manager's  Residence  Addition/Remodel  (Sheet  M-4),  page  25. 

5.  State  House  Office  Remodel  (Sheet  ST-2),  page  26. 

6.  Thompson  House  Remodel  (Sheet  T-2),  page  27. 

7.  Park  Entry  Revised  Concept,  page  28. 

8.  Town  Entry  Revised  Concept  A,  page  29. 

Various  reports,  analysis  and  assessments  have  been  generated  during  the  design 
phase  of  this  proposed  action  and  are  listed  below.  These  documents  describe  the 
problems,  analyze  solutions  and  provide  recommendations  for  many  of  the  proposed 
action.  Due  to  the  volume  of  material  contained  in  these  reports,  they  have  not  been 
attached  to  this  EA.  However,  all  of  the  materials  are  available  for  review  at  Bannack 
State  Park,  the  Bozeman  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks  office  and  the  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 
Design  and  Construction  Bureau  office  in  Helena. 

Reports 

Water  Supply  System  Analysis 
Wastewater  Treatment  and  Disposal 
Fire  Protection  System  Analysis 
Building  Condition  Assessment 
Interpretive  Plan  Draft 
Accessibility  Analysis 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  action  broadly  relates  to  fulfilling  the  mission  statement 
delineated  for  Bannack  in  the  1992  management  plan,  which  states: 

The  mission  of  Bannack  State  Park  is:  To  preserve  and  stabilize  the  site 
as  a  ghost  town  in  order  to  retain  the  atmosphere  of  the  past  with  a 
sense  of  remote  isolation,  mystery  and  abandonment  and  to  interpret 
and  educate  the  public  about  the  park  and  about  Montana's  past. 


Specifically,  the  proposed  action  will:  (1)  stabilize  and  preserve  important  historic 
structures,    (2)    improve   fire   detection   and   fire   fighting    capabilities,    (3)    remove 
incompatible  activities  from  sensitive  historic  structures  and  improve  maintenance 
"^  capabilities,  (4)  enhance  educational  and  interpretive  opportunities  for  park  visitors,  (5) 

improve  water  and  sanitation  systems,  (6)  comply  with  American's  with  Disabilities 
Act  requirements,  (7)  improve  public  services  and  recreational  opportunities,  (8) 
provide  space  for  park  administrative  functions  (9)  enhance  security  for  park  and  park 
staff,  (10)  improve  accommodations  and  living  conditions  for  staff  assigned  to  park, 
and  (11)  improve  vehicle  traffic  flow  patterns  within  park. 

The  benefits  of  the  proposed  action  are  preservation  of  an  important  Montana  historical 
resource,  enhanced  opportunities  for  visitors  to  learn  and  understand  the  role  Bannack 
has  played  in  Montana's  history,  provide  facilities  which  will  better  accommodate 
visitors  with  disabilities,  improved  administrative  and  maintenance  capabilities,  and 
utility  systems  which  will  better  and  more  safely  serve  park  visitors  and  staff. 

1 0.  Description  and  analysis  of  reasonable  alternatives  (including  the  no  action  alternative) 
to  the  proposed  action  whenever  alternatives  are  reasonably  available  and  prudent  to 
consider  and  a  discussion  of  how  the  alternatives  would  be  implemented: 

The  master  site  plan  components  and  their  priority  order  have  been  developed  by  FWP 
staff,  other  agency  personnel,  and  interested  citizens  in  a  number  of  public 
involvement  forums  (identified  on  page  15).  Over  the  course  of  deliberation, 
discussion  and  public  input,  four  alternative  paths  of  action  were  delineated.  The 
primary  distinction  between  Alternatives  A  and  B  is  the  location  of  the  manager's 
residence  and  shop  facility.  Alternative  C  would  devote  all  project  funding  to  historic 
J^  building  stabilization.    Alternative  D  is  the  no  action  alternative. 

it  is  likely  that  the  funding  available  for  the  project  will  not  be  sufficient  to  address  all 
of  the  master  plan  components  listed  for  this  project.  Those  components  that  are  not 
addressed  in  the  project  will  then  rise  to  the  top  of  the  list  should  future  funding 
become  available.  It  is  also  likely  that  adjustments  may  have  to  be  made  to  the  priority 
order,  again  due  to  funding  limits. 

A.   Revised  Master  Site  Plan  Location  of  Facilities 

Implement  various  components  of  the  revised  Bannack  master  site  plan  as  described 
under  #9,  Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action,  in  the  priority  order  listed.  This 
alternative  is  the  proposed  action  and  the  preferred  alternative. 

The  following  environmental  review  checklist  analyzes  the  impacts  of  Alternative  A. 
This  alternative  was  developed  when  the  original  Bannack  master  site  plan  was  revised 
based  on  staff  and  public  concern  over  security  deficiencies.  This  alternative  enhances 
park  security  by  siting  a  new  shop  at  the  east  end  of  the  historic  townsite  and  utilizing 
the  existing  manager's  residence  in  its  current  location  at  the  west  end  of  the  historic 
townsite.  These  locations  will  allow  staff  to  more  easily  and  effectively  monitor  park 
use  patterns  especially  during  evening  and  off-season  periods. 

The  construction  of  a  new  shop  adjacent  to  the  historic  townsite  necessitates  a 

I  sensitive  design  that  blends  with  the  historic  character  of  Bannack.  This  requirement 

will  result  in  higher  construction  costs  for  this  facility  as  compared  to  a  shop  facility 

built  at  a  distance  from  the  townsite  and  screened  as  proposed  in  Alternative  B.   The 


remodeling  of  the  existing  manager's  residence,  which  is  located  in  a  small  but 
historically  significant  structure  will  also  be  more  costly  than  construction  of  a  new 
residence  as  proposed  in  Alternative  B.  The  project  design  consultant  estimates  the 
cost  of  constructing  the  shop  near  the  historic  townsite  and  remodeling  the  existing 
manager's  residence  to  be  30  percent  more  than  new  construction  of  these  two 
facilities  outside  the  historic  townsite. 

B.  Initial  Master  Site  Plan  Location  of  Facilities. 

Implement  components  of  the  initial  (preliminary)  Bannack  master  site  plan  as  shown 
on  page  30.  Components  to  be  implemented  correspond  with  the  revised  master  site 
plan  as  described  on  page  2  under  the  section  entitled,  Narrative  Summary  of  the 
Proposed  Action,  with  the  exception  that  the  initial  plan  shows  construction  of  a  new 
shop  and  manager's  residence  located  on  the  south  side  of  Grasshopper  Creek  outside 
the  historic  townsite.  While  this  location  provides  privacy  and  screening  of  these 
facilities,  it  lacks  the  presence  and  visibility  necessary  to  provide  security  for  the 
townsite  of  Bannack. 

All  other  components  of  the  initial  Bannack  master  site  plan  are  identical  to  the  revised 
master  site  plan  as  described  under  the  summary  of  the  proposed  action  and  discussed 
further  under  Alternative  A.  The  following  environmental  review  checklist  also 
analyzes  the  impact  of  Alternative  B  and  notes  differences  between  Alternatives  A  and 
B. 

C.  Historic  Building  Stabilization 

Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  devote  all  project  funding  to  one  element  of 
the  revised  Bannack  master  site  plan,  namely,  historic  building  stabilization.  The 
determination  of  which  structures  to  stabilize  would  be  based  on  a  building  condition 
assessment  report  currently  being  written.  This  report,  in  its  final  version  will  delineate 
current  condition,  stabilization  needs,  costs  and  prioritization  rankings  for  31  historic 
buildings.  Generally,  the  stabilization  needs  of  all  Bannack  buildings  are  similar  and  will 
broadly  address  foundations,  roofs,  replacement  of  sill  and  spandrel  logs,  and 
modification  of  landscapes  in  direct  vicinity  of  buildings  to  improve  drainage  away  from 
structures.  The  determination  of  which  structures  to  stabilize  and  how  many  will  be 
based  on  costs  and  prioritization  of  buildings  as  detailed  in  the  aforementioned  report. 

While  the  impacts  of  Alternative  C  are  not  analyzed  specifically  in  the  environmental 
review  checklist,  similar  impacts  checked  and  discussed  for  Alternative  A  and  B,  would 
also  apply  to  this  alternative.  It  should  be  noted  that  building  stabilization  is  a 
component  of  both  Alternatives  A  and  B. 

Implementation  of  Alternative  C  would  address  one  very  significant  master  site  plan 
component,  historic  building  stabilization,  but  would  ignore  other  equally  important 
components,  such  as  the  need  to  upgrade  and  improve  the  fire  detection  and 
suppression  system,  improvements  to  accommodate  disabled  users,  improvements  to 
sanitation  and  water  systems,  maintenance  capabilities  which  are  limited  in  the  current 
shop,  inadequate  staff  accommodations,  visitor  service  improvements,  enhanced 
interpretive  and  education  offerings  and  alleviation  of  vehicular  and  pedestrian 
congestion  as  use  of  the  park  continues  to  increase. 

D.  No  action. 


■t 


Implementation  of  this  alternative  would  maintain  the  status  quo.  Facilities  and 
conditions  of  historic  structures  would  remain  in  their  current  condition.  The  failure 
to  address  recognized  problems  and  deficiencies  will  have  both  short  term  and  long 
range  detrimental  impacts  to  Bannack  State  Park,  its  resources,  and  park  visitors. 

The  existing  fire  system  does  not  provide  the  necessary  security  and  protection  for 
Bannack  and  failure  to  upgrade  this  system  could  result  in  loss  of  a  portion  or  even  the 
entire  townsite  to  fire.  Facilities,  which  allow  visitors  with  disabilities  to  enjoy 
Bannack  are  a  necessity  and  mandated  by  law.  Existing  vault  latrines,  not  only  do  not 
accommodate  disabled  users,  but  are  leaking  sewage  and  difficult  to  keep  clean. 
Visitors  are  demanding  winterized  indoor  restrooms.  The  historic  structures  must  be 
evaluated  and  stabilization  efforts  stepped  up  or  significant  losses  will  occur  in  the 
immediate  future.  A  new  shop  is  necessary  to  not  only  move  this  hazardous  use  out 
of  a  historic  building,  but  also  to  provide  a  safe,  efficient  and  expanded  working 
environment.  Interpretive  planning  will  guide  the  future  direction  of  public  information 
and  education  services.  The  managers  residence,  administrative  office  and  seasonal 
housing  will  all  serve  to  provide  a  more  appropriate  and  productive  working 
environment  and  serve  to  aid  in  the  future  recruitment  of  well  qualified  park  staff. 

1 1 .       Listing  of  any  other  Local.  State  or  Federal  agency  that  has  overlapping  or  additional 
jurisdiction. 

(a)         Permits: 

Agency  Name Permit Date  Filed/# 

Montana  Department  of  Building  Permit 

Commerce  -  Building 
Codes  Bureau 

Montana  Department  of  Sanitation  Permit 

Health  and  Environmental 

Sciences 

Montana  Department  of  Water  Well  Permit 

Natural  Resources  and 

Conservation 

Montana  State  Historic  SHPO  Clearance 

Preservation  Office, 

Beaverhead  County  Weed  Control  Permit 


(b)         Funding: 

Agency  Name Funding  Amount 

Montana  Fish,  $899,458 

Wildlife  &  Parks 


(c)         Other  Overlapping  or  Additional  Jurisdictional  Responsibilities: 

Agency  Name Type  of  Responsibility 

N/A 


12.       List  of  Agencies  Consulted  During  Preparation  of  the  EA: 

Montana  Historical  Society  -  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Department  of  Commerce  -  Travel  Montana  4- 
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PART  II.  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


«1.  LAND  RESOURCES 

'W 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT  *=* 

Can  Impact 
Be 

Mitigated  "^ 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown* 

None 

Minor'' 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Soil  instability  or  changes  in  geologic 
substructure? 

X 

b.  Disruption,  displacement,  erosion,  compaction, 
moisture  loss,  or  over-covering  of  soil  which  would 
reduce  productivity  or  fertility? 

X 

►  c.  Destruction,  covering  or  modification  of  any 
unique  geologic  or  physical  features? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  siltation,  deposition  or  erosion  patterns 
that  may  modify  the  channel  of  a  river  or  stream  or  the 
bed  or  shore  of  a  lake? 

X 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  earthquakes, 
landslides,  ground  failure,  or  other  natural  hazard? 

X 

f.  Other    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  ! 

Secondary  Effec 

ts  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


2.  AIR 


Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 


IMPACT  "^ 


Unknown 


None 


Minor 


Potentially 

Significant 


Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated** 


Comment 
Index 


>■  a.  Emission  of  air  pollutants  or  deterioration  of 
ambient  air  quality?  (also  see  13  (c) 


Yes 


See  2a. 

below 


b.  Creation  of  objectionable  odors? 


c.  Alteration  of  air  movement,  moisture,  or 
temperature  patterns  or  any  change  in  climate,  either 
locally  or  regionally? 


d.  Adverse  effects  on  vegetation,  including  crops,  due 
to  increased  emissions  of  pollutants? 


e.4For  P-R/D-J  projects,  will  the  project  result  in  any 
discharge  which  will  conflict  with  federal  or  state  air 
quality  regs?    (Also  see  2a) 


f.  Other    N/A 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Air  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

2a.  Dust  will  be  generated  during  construction  work  under  the  proposed  action  (Alternative  A).  This  impact  will  be  temporary  and  minor  and  will 
end  at  the  conclusion  of  the  project.  Where  possible,  water  sprinkling  will  be  used  to  minimize  dust  production  as  a  mitigation  measure.  The  same 
impacts  could  be  expected  under  Alternative  B. 


P*  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts, 

i  4  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  It  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


3.  WATER 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT** 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated** 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown** 

None 

Minor** 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Discharge  Into  surface  water  or  any  alteration  of 
surface  water  quality  including  but  not  limited  to 
temperature,  dissolved  oxygen  or  turbidity? 

X 

b.  Changes  in  drainage  patterns  or  the  rate  and  amount  of 
surface  runoff? 

X 

See  3b. 
below 

c.  Alteration  of  the  course  or  magnitude  of  flood  water  or 
other  flows? 

X 

See  3c. 
below 

d.  Changes  in  the  amount  of  surface  water  in  any  water 
body  or  creation  of  a  new  water  body? 

X 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or  property  to  water  related  hazards 
such  as  flooding? 

X 

f.  Changes  in  the  quality  of  groundwater? 

X 

g.  Changes  in  the  quantity  of  groundwater? 

X 

h.  Increase  in  risk  of  contamination  of  surface  or 
groundwater? 

X 

i.  Effects  on  any  existing  water  right  or  reservation? 

X 

j.  Effects  on  other  water  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration 
in  surface  or  groundwater  quality? 

X 

k.  Effects  on  other  users  as  a  result  of  any  alteration  in 
surface  or  groundwater  quantity? 

X 

9 

1.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  a  designated 
floodplain?    (Also  see  3c) 

X 

m.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  result  in  any  discharge 
that  will  affect  federal  or  state  water  quality  regulations? 
(Also  see  3a) 

X 

n.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Sec 

jondary  Effects 

on  Water 

Resources  (> 

Attach  additional  p< 

iges  of  narrative 

f  needed): 

3b.  &  c.  Drainage  patterns  will  purposefully  be  altered  around  buildings  involved  in  the  proposed  action.  This  drainage  alteration  is  intended  to 
direct  water  away  from  buildings  in  order  to  help  preserve  the  structure  and  prevent  moisture  related  decay.  The  rate  or  amount  of  runoff  will 
not  increase,  but  the  pattern  will  be  changed  in  a  positive  manner.  Landscaping  work  performed  to  direct  water  away  from  buildings  will  also 
serve  to  keep  flash  flood  waters  away  from  buildings.    The  same  impacts  would  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B  and  C. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  imp^^ 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►•  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  Impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


4.  VEGETATION 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 
'1 

IMPACT** 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated** 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor  ** 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Changes  in  the  diversity,  productivity  or  abundance 
of  plant  species  (including  trees,  shrubs,  grass,  crops, 
and  aquatic  plants)? 

X 

Yes 

See  4a. 
below 

b.  Alteration  of  a  plant  community? 

X 

c.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
endangered  species? 

X 

d.  Reduction  in  acreage  or  productivity  of  any 
agricultural  land? 

X 

e.  Establishment  or  spread  of  noxious  weeds? 

X 

Yes 

See  4e. 
below 

f.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  proiect  affect  wetlands,  or 
prime  and  unique  farmland? 

X 

q.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  i 

Secondary  Effects  on  Veget; 

Jtion  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

4a.  New  building  construction,  drainage  related  landscaping  work,  utility  extensions,  water  line  and  drainfield  excavation,  vault  latrine  placement 
and  road  and  parking  area  improvements  will  require  vegetation  removal.  The  amount  of  vegetation  removal  will  be  kept  to  a  minimum  and 
involves  grasses  and  shrubs  (i.e.  sagebrush,  etc.).  At  the  completion  of  the  proposed  action,  bare  ground  will  be  seeded  to  native  grass  species. 
If  necessary,  sagebrush  (or  other  native  shrub  species)  will  be  replanted,  as  well.  The  same  impacts  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation 
of  Alternative  B. 


> 


4e.  All  of  the  work  described  above  (in  4a.)  has  the  potential  to  expose  bare  soil  which  can  facilitate  the  establishment  and/or  spread  of  noxious 
weeds.  All  disturbed  areas  will  be  seeded  with  native  grasses  and  shrubs  to  reduce  the  potential  for  establishment  or  spread  of  weeds.  In 
addition,  weed  control  measures  will  be  performed  in  an  on-going  basis  as  described  in  the  Region  Three  Noxious  Weed  Management  Plan  and 
Environmental  Assessment.  The  same  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B. 


M  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
*■  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

4  4  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 


PHYSICAL  ENVIRONMENT 


►  5.  FISH/WILDLIFE 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT'* 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated  ** 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown  ** 

None 

Minor  "^ 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Deterioration  of  critical  fish  or  wildlife  habitat? 

X 

b.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  game  animals 
or  bird  species? 

X 

c.  Changes  in  the  diversity  or  abundance  of  nongame 
species? 

X 

d.  Introduction  of  new  species  into  an  area? 

X 

e.  Creation  of  a  barrier  to  the  migration  or  movement  of 
animals? 

X 

f.  Adverse  effects  on  any  unique,  rare,  threatened,  or 
endangered  species? 

X 

g.  Increase  in  conditions  that  stress  wildlife  populations  or 
limit  abundance  (including  harassment,  legal  or  illegal 
harvest  or  other  human  activity)? 

X 

h.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  be  performed  in  any  area 
in  which  T&E  species  are  present,  and  will  the  project 
affect  any  T&E  species  or  their  habitat?    (Also  see  5f) 

X 

i.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  proiect  introduce  or  export  any 
species  not  presently  or  historically  occurring  In  the 
receiving  location?    (Also  see  5d) 

X 

i.  Other:   N/A 

^ 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Seco 

ndary  Effects  on 

FishWildlife  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  ir  needed 

HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


6.  NOISE/ELECTRICAL  EFFECTS 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 


IMPACT*^ 


Unknown 


None 


Minor  ** 


Potentially 
Significant 


Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated 


Comment 
Index 


a.  Increases  in  existing  noise  levels? 


Yes 


See  6a. 
below 


b.  Exposure  of  people  to  severe  or  nuisance  noise 
levels? 


c.  Creation  of  electrostatic  or  electromagnetic  effects 
that  could  be  detrimental  to  human  health  or  property? 


d.  Interference  with  radio  or  television  reception  and 
operation? 


e.  Other:    N/A 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Noise/Electrical  Effects  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 
6a.  During  periods  of  construction  and  stabilization  work,  use  of  power  tools,  generators,  heavy  equipment  and  other  machinery  will  cause 
increases  In  existing  noise  levels.  These  increases  are  temporary.  When  possible,  work  will  be  scheduled  to  avoid  high  use  periods.  The  same 
impacts  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  Imp^B 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
>  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  Impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  In  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  It  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


7.  LAND  USE 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

1 

IMPACT'^ 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated" 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor^ 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  or  interference  witfi  the  productivity  or 
profitability  of  tfie  existing  land  use  of  an  area? 

X 

b.  Conflicted  with  a  designated  natural  area  or  area  of 
unusual  scientific  or  educational  importance? 

X 

c.  Conflict  with  any  existing  land  use  whose  presence 
would  constrain  or  potentially  prohibit  the  proposed 
action? 

X 

d.  Adverse  effects  on  or  relocation  of  residences? 

X 

Yes 

See  7d. 
below 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and 

Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Use  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

7d.  The  park  manager  will  be  temporarily  relocated  from  their  park  residence  while  remodeling  work  is  performed.  The  timing  of  work  will  be 
scheduled  so  other  on-site  accommodations  are  available  during  the  period  the  manager's  residence  is  under  construction.  There  would  be  no 
need  for  relocation  under  Alternative  B,  as  a  new  residence  would  be  constructed. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


8.  RISK/HEALTH  HAZARDS 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT '^ 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated*^ 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown*^ 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

*a.  Risk  of  an  explosion  or  release  of  hazardous 
substances  (including,  but  not  limited  to  oil,  pesticides, 
chemicals,  or  radiation)  in  the  event  of  an  accident  or 
other  forms  of  disruption? 

X 

b.  Affect  an  existing  emergency  response  or  emergency 
evacuation  plan  or  create  a  need  for  a  new  plan? 

X 

Yes 

See  8b. 
below 

c.  Creation  of  any  human  health  hazard  or  potential 
hazard? 

X 

d.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  any  chemical  toxicants  be  used? 
(Also  see  Sal 

X 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Risk/Health  Hazards  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

8b.  The  elements  of  the  proposed  action  dealing  with  evaluating  and  upgrading  the  fire  detection  and  security  system  will  have  minor  positive 
impacts  on  the  existing  park  emergency  response  plan  as  it  relates  to  fire  detection  and  suppression  capabilities.  The  current  detection  and 
security  is  undependable  and  subject  to  breakdown.  In  addition,  park  security  will  be  enhanced  (positive  impact)  with  the  continued  utilization 
of  the  existing  manager's  residence  and  construction  of  the  new  shop  at  the  east  end  of  town  as  described  in  the  proposed  action.  The  same 
impacts,  related  to  fire  detection  system,  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B.  Park  security  concerns  would  be  negatively 
impacted  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B  as  related  to  proposed  location  of  new  shop  and  new  manager's  residence. 


Jk  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


9.  COMMUNITY  IMPACT 

Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT^ 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated*^ 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Alteration  of  the  location,  distribution,  density,  or 
growth  rate  of  the  human  population  of  an  area? 

X 

b.  Alteration  of  the  social  structure  of  a  community? 

X 

c.  Alteration  of  the  level  or  distribution  of  employment 
or  community  or  personal  income? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  industrial  or  commercial  activity? 

X 

e.  Increased  traffic  hazards  or  effects  on  existing 
transportation  facilities  or  patterns  of  movement  of 
people  and  goods? 

X 

f.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and 

Secondary  Effec 

ts  on  Community  Impact  (Attach  additional 

sages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


10.  PUBLIC  SERVICES/TAXES/UTILITIES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT*^ 

Can  Impact 
Be  Mitigated'' 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown*^ 

None 

Minor^ 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  or  result 
in  a  need  for  new  or  altered  governmental  services  in  any 
of  the  following  areas:  fire  or  police  protection,  schools, 
parks/recreational  facilities,  roads  or  other  public 
maintenance,  water  supply,  sewer  or  septic  systems, 
solid  waste  disposal,  health,  or  other  governmental 
services?  If  any,  specify:  Parks 

X 

See  10a. 
below  ^ 

b.  Will  the  proposed  action  have  an  effect  upon  the  local 
or  state  tax  base  and  revenues? 

X 

c.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  a  need  for  new 
facilities  or  substantial  alterations  of  any  of  the  following 
utilities:  electric  power,  natural  gas,  other  fuel  supply  or 
distribution  systems,  or  communications? 

X 

See  10c. 
next  page 

d.  Will  the  proposed  action  result  in  Increased  use  of  any 
energy  source? 

X 

See  lOd. 
next  page 

►  e.  Define  projected  revenue  sources 

See  lOe. 
next  page 

►  f.  Define  projected  maintenance  costs. 

See  lOf. 
next  page 

g.  Other: 

^Jarrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and 

Secondary  Effe( 

;ts  on  Publi 

z  Services/Ta) 

ces/Utilities  (Attac 

1  additional  page 

s  of  narrative  if 

needed): 

10a.    The  proposed  action  will  result  in  greater  complexity  and  costs  to  operate  and  maintain  Bannack  State  Park  due  to  the  development  and 
upgrading  of  new  and  existing  facilities.   Specifically,  utility  and  general  maintenance  costs  would  rise  because  one  new  structure  (shop)  would 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  Impact.  If  the  Impact  Is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  Impet^ 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  Impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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be  constructed,  and  three  historic  buildings  would  be  stabilized  and  adaptively  reused  (Manager  House  as  residence,  State  House  as  park 
administrative  center,  and  Thonnpson  house  as  residence).  In  addition,  the  park  phone  and  fire  detection  system  will  be  modernized  and  expanded, 
which  will  mean  greater  monthly  phone  and  electric  service  costs.  The  stabilization  of  approximately  5  historic  structures  will  require  more 
maintenance  expenditures  to  keep  them  in  a  preserved  condition.  The  same  or  greater  impacts  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of 
Alternative  B. 

10c.  The  proposed  action  will  result  in  need  for  extension  of  existing  electrical  and  telephone  systems  within  the  park.  Greater  impacts  can  be 
expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B,  because  lines  would  have  to  be  extended  a  greater  distance  to  the  manager's  residence  and 
shop. 

10d.  The  proposed  action  will  result  in  increased  use  of  electrical  power  due  to  the  construction  of  a  new,  larger  shop,  a  new  park  administration 
center  with  year  round,  winterized  restrooms  (State  House),  remodeled  and  expanded  managers  residence  and  remodeled  and  winterized  staff 
quarters  (Thompson  House).  Greater  Impacts  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B  due  to  the  construction  of  a  new 
manager's  residence. 

10e.    Revenue  sources  for  the  proposed  action  are  as  follows: 

Accommodations  (Bed)  Tax  (Acct.  #24936)  =  $  52,458 

Coal  Tax  (Acct.  #24937)  =    577,000 

State  Park  Misc.  (Earned  Revenue)  (Acct.  #24909)  =    270,000 

TOTAL  PROJECT  FUNDING  $899,458 

lOf.  The  propose  action  will  increase  park  maintenance  costs.  It  is  estimated  that  annual  park  maintenance  costs  could  increase  by  $4,000. 
Most  of  this  cost  will  be  for  utilities  such  as  propane  for  heating,  electricity  and  telephone.  The  remainder  will  be  for  general  upkeep  of  new  and 
expanded  facilities.    These  costs  will  be  absorbed  by  the  existing  Bannack  annual  operations  budget  which  for  fiscal  year  1995  is: 

Personal  Services  (permanent  and  seasonal  employees)  =  $111,081 

Operating  Expenses  =  29.554 

TOTAL  $140,635 


Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  impact 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


►  11.  AESTHETICS/RECREATION 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 


IMPACT*^ 


Unknown*^ 


None 


Minor^ 


Potentially 
Significant 


Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated^ 


Comment 
Index 


a.  Alteration  of  any  scenic  vista  or  creation  of  an 
aesthetically  offensive  site  or  effect  that  is  open  to 
public  view? 


b.  Alteration  of  the  aesthetic  character  of  a  community 
or  neighborhood? 


►  c.  Alteration  of  the  quality  or  quantity  of 
recreational/tourism  opportunities  and  settings?  (Attach 
Tourism  Report) 


Yes 


See  11a. 
below 


d.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  any  designated  or  proposed  wild 
or  scenic  rivers,  trails  or  wilderness  areas  be  Impacted? 
(Also  see  11a,  11c) 


X 


e.  Other:  N/A 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Aesthetics/Recreation  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 
11c.  The  proposed  action  will  have  a  minor,  positive  impact  on  the  quality  of  recreational/tourism  opportunities  and  settings.  See  attached 
Tourism  Report,  pages  31  and  32.   The  same  positive  impact  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B. 


HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


12.  CULTURAL/HISTORICAL  RESOURCES 
Will  the  proposed  action  result  in: 

IMPACT  *=* 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated** 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown*^ 

None 

Minor '^ 

Potentially 
Significant 

►  a.  Destruction  or  alteration  of  any  site,  structure  or 
object  of  prehistoric  historic,  or  paleontologlcal 
importance? 

X 

i 

b.  Physical  change  that  would  affect  unique  cultural 
values? 

X 

Yes 

See  12b. 
below 

c.  Effects  on  existing  religious  or  sacred  uses  of  a  site 
or  area? 

X 

d.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  will  the  project  affect  historic  or 
cultural  resources?  Attach  SHPO  letter  of  clearance. 

(Also  see  12. a) 

X 

Yes 

See  12d. 
next 
page 

e.  Other:    N/A 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and 

Secondary  Effe 

cts  on  Cult 

jral/Historical 

Resources  (Attach 

additional  page 

s  of  narrative  it 

needed): 

1 2b.  Some  of  the  construction  and  development  activities  associated  with  the  proposed  action  have  the  potential  to  affect  unique  cultural  values. 
Construction  of  a  new  shop,  stabilization  and  adaptive  reuse  of  existing  historical  structures,  and  excavation  activities  related  to  new  and  extended 
utility  lines  and  septic  systems  can  impact  the  historical  integrity  of  Bannack  and  the  character  of  the  Historic  Landmark  District.  Issues  and 
concerns  related  to  these  activities  include,  but  are  not  limited  by,  location  of  new  facilities  relative  to  the  historic  townslte  (i.e.,  shop),  methods 
to  blend  new  facilities  with  the  historic  character  of  the  park  (e.g.  screening,  design,  landscaping,  etc.),  adaptive  reuse  of  historic  buildings  (i.e., 
managers  residence,  employee  housing,  administrative  office,  etc.)  discontinuance  of  potentially  threatening  activities  in  historic  structures  (i.e., 
wood  burning  stoves,  welding,  etc.),  thorough  analysis  of  historic  buildings'  structural  problems  and  deficiencies,  application  of  accepted 
preservation  techniques,  discovery  of  hidden  artifacts  within  buildings  and  beneath  the  soil,  subsequent  Interpretation  of  these  discoveries,  etc. 
None  of  the  work  embodied  in  the  proposed  action  will  affect  the  eligibility  of  Bannack  to  remain  listed  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 


O  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  Impact.  If  the  impact  Is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  imi^B 

has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated.  ^^t 

►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  In  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts.  i 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  issue  In  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful.  I 
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All  work  is  done  in  consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  and  in  strict  accordance  with  their  required  mitigation,  stipulation  and 
control  measures,  including  constant  project  monitoring  by  a  qualified  historic  archaeologist.  The  same  impacts  and  mitigation  measures  can  be 
expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B. 

12d.   The  proposed  action  will  affect  historic  and  cultural  resources.   See  12b.  above.    Project  mitigation  measures  required  by  SHPO,  such  as 
pre-construction  excavation  and  construction  period  monitoring  by  a  qualified  historic  archaeologist  will  be  incorporated.    See  attached  SHPO 
tt  letters  of  clearance,  pages  33-36.    The  same  Impacts  and  mitigation  measures  can  be  expected  with  the  implementation  of  Alternative  B. 

HUMAN  ENVIRONMENT 


13.  SUMMARY  EVALUATION  OF 
SIGNIFICANCE 

Will  the  proposed  action,  considered  as  a 
whole: 

IMPACT'' 

Can  Impact 

Be 
Mitigated  "^ 

Comment 
Index 

Unknown  "^ 

None 

Minor 

Potentially 
Significant 

a.  Have  impacts  that  are  individually  limited,  but 
cumulatively  considerable?  (A  project  or  program  may 
result  in  impacts  on  two  or  more  separate  resources 
which  create  a  significant  effect  when  considered 
together  or  in  total.) 

X 

b.  Involve  potential  risks  or  adverse  effects  which  are 
uncertain  but  extremely  hazardous  If  they  were  to 
occur? 

X 

c.  Potentially  conflict  with  the  substantive  requirements 
of  any  local,  state,  or  federal  law,  regulation,  standard 
or  formal  plan? 

X 

d.  Establish  a  precedent  or  likelihood  that  future  actions 
with  significant  environmental  impacts  will  be 
proposed? 

X 

e.  Generate  substantial  debate  or  controversy  about  the 
^nature  of  the  impacts  that  would  be  created? 

X 

f.  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  is  the  project  expected  to  have 
organized  opposition  or  generate  substantial  public 
controversy?  (Also  see  1 3e) 

X 

q.  ♦  ♦For  P-R/D-J,  list  any  federal  or  state  permits 
required. 

Listed  on 
Page  2 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  S 

econdary  Effects 

>  on  Summa 

ry  Evaluation  c 

)f  Significance  (Att 

ach  additional  pa 

ges  of  narrative 

if  needed): 


^k  Include  a  narrative  explanation  under  Part  III  describing  the  scope  and  level  of  impact.  If  the  impact  is  unknown,  explain  why  the  unknown  Impact 

^  has  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

►  Include  a  narrative  description  addressing  the  items  identified  in  12.8.604-1  a  (ARM) 

♦  Determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.    Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  Impacts. 

♦  ♦  Include  a  discussion  about  the  Issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  include  documentation  if  it  will  be  useful. 
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2.  Evaluation  and  listing  of  mitigation,  stipulation,  or  other  control  measures  enforceable  by  the  agency  or  another 
government  agency: 

Mitigation,  stipulation  or  other  control  measures  are  discussed  under  relevant  environmental  review  elements  in  the  checklist. 


3.  Based  on  the  significance  criteria  evaluated  in  this  EA,  is  an  EIS  required?  YES  /  NO  If  an  EIS  is  not  required,  explain  why 
the  EA  is  the  appropriate  level  of  analysis  for  this  proposed  action: 

Based  on  the  significance  criteria  evaluated  in  this  EA,  it  is  determined  that  an  E.i.S.  is  not  required.  The  EA  is  the 
appropriate  level  of  analysis  of  this  proposed  action  because  only  minor  impacts  to  the  natural  and  human  environments  will 
occur  as  a  result  of  this  action. 

4.  Describe  the  level  of  public  involvement  for  this  project  if  any  and,  given  the  complexity  and  the  seriousness  of  the 
environmental  issues  associated  with  the  proposed  action,  is  the  level  of  public  involvement  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances? 

Public  involvement  and  awareness  of  this  project  has  been  quite  extensive  and  dates  back  to  the  initial  phases  of  this  work 
in  1993. 

Public  involvement  on  this  project  began  with  an  Open  House  on  February  25,  1 993.  The  intent  of  this  open  house  was  to 
provide  an  opportunity  for  the  public  to  review  and  comment  on  the  Master  Site  Plan  and  proposed  historic  building 
stabilization  plans  for  Bannack.  The  open  house  was  publicized  in  both  the  Dillon  and  Butte  newspapers,  and  follow-up 
articles  were  also  run.    See  pages  37-42  for  summary  of  open  house  and  survey  results  collected. 

Public  comment  on  the  Environmental  Assessment  to  stabilize  the  initial  10  buildings  at  Bannack  was  solicited  and  received 
through  legal  notices  in  three  newspapers;  the  Dillon  Tribune,  Montana  Standard  and  Helena  Independent  Record.  The 
comment  period  on  this  work  was  between  April  19  and  May  24,  1994.  ^^ 

The  stabilization  work  at  Bannack  has  been  highly  publicized  with  newspaper  articles  appearing  in  the  Dillon  Tribune  and 
Montana  Standard  on  a  regular  basis.  In  addition,  two  articles  on  the  Bannack  Stabilization  project  received  statewide 
coverage  in  all  the  major  Montana  newspapers. 

The  Bannack  Master  Site  Plan  received  more  public  input  and  comment  at  a  planning  meeting  held  on  July  7,  1994  at 
Bannack.  At  this  time,  due  to  public  and  staff  input,  the  original  Master  Plan  was  revised  and  alternative  locations  selected 
for  the  park  shop  and  park  managers  residence. 

The  Bannack  Association,  inc.,  a  public,  non-profit  support  group  for  Bannack  State  Park,  has  had  numerous  opportunities 
to  review  and  provide  comment  on  the  Master  Site  Plan  and  Stabilization  Plans  at  their  quarterly  meetings. 

Finally,  from  August,  1994  until  the  present  time,  a  visitor  survey  is  being  conducted.  While  questions  focus  on  opinions 
related  to  interpretive  plan  development,  there  is  also  space  left  for  additional  comments  and  input.  We  have  received  many 
positive  and  supportive  comments  on  the  current  stabilization  efforts  and  encouragement  to  continue  on  with  this  valuable 
work.  This  survey  has  just  recently  been  published  in  the  Dillon  Tribune,  and  we  hope  to  get  more  input  and  ideas  from  this 
effort.    See  pages  43-46  for  newspaper  articles  reporting  on  this  project  and  related  projects. 

In  addition  to  the  above  listed  public  involvement  sessions  and  opportunities,  legal  notices  will  be  run  twice  in  the  Dillon 
Tribune,  Montana  Standard  and  the  Helena  Independent  Record  newspapers  advertising  the  availability  of  this  environmental 
assessment  and  the  dates  of  the  30  day  comment  period.  Notice  of  the  EA  and  all  associated  legal  notices  will  be  entered 
on  the  state  electronic  bulletin  board. 

5.  Duration  of  comment  period  if  any:  ^^ 
Comments  on  the  Bannack  Phase  II  Development  Project  will  be  accepted  until  5  p.m.,  April  28,  1995. 
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6.  Name,  title,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  Person(s)  Responsible  for  Preparing  the  EA: 

Jerry  Walker 

Regional  Park  Manager 

Montana  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 

1400  So.  19th 
^  Bozeman,  MT   59715 

(406)  994-4042 

Cindy  Staszak 

Bannack  State  Park  Manager 

Montana  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 

4200  Bannack  Road 

Dillon,  MT   59725 

(406)  834-3413 
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PART  III.    NARRATIVE  EVALUATION  AND  COMMENT 

HB  495  Narrative  Discussion 

LONG  RANGE  PLANNING  ^ 

Both  the  State  Park  Futures  Committee  and  the  Montana  Historic  Sites  Study  Commission  registered  concern  for  historic 
resources  and  the  need  to  improve  interpretive/educational  services  at  Bannack  State  Park  in  their  coordinated  reports  issued 
in  1 990.  The  State  Park  Futures  Committee  cited  the  need  for  historic  structure  stabilization,  noted  serious  human  health 
and  safety  problems,  observed  run-down  facilities,  found  barrier-free  access  for  the  disabled  almost  non  existent,  and  were 
frustrated  by  the  lack  or  disrepair  of  educational  and  interpretive  facilities. 

The  1992  Bannack  State  Park  Management  Plan  cited  the  need  to  formulate  guidelines  for  the  development  of  a  master  site 
plan  and  the  need  to  develop  a  comprehensive  interpretation  program.  The  management  plan  states,  the  following  goals 
shall  direct  the  development,  management  and  operation  of  Bannack  State  Park: 

1 .  The  atmosphere  of  the  ghost  town  will  be  maintained. 

2.  The  surrounding  viewscape  shall  be  preserved  in  order  to  present  a  historic  atmosphere. 

3.  Bannack  will  be  stabilized  to  preserve  and  represent  an  evolution  of  eras  from  the  first  gold  discovery  to  its 
ghost  town  state. 

4.  Stabilization  and  maintenance  will  be  directed  towards  preserving  Bannack  as  a  ghost  town  rather  than 
restoring  it  as  a  representative  mining  town. 

5.  A  reasonable  representation  of  Bannack  will  be  made  available  to  visitors  with  disabilities. 

6.  The  state  will  avoid  the  introduction  of  modern  intrusions  or  foreign  historic  structures  into  the  primary  zone 
of  the  park.    Existing  modern  intrusions  will  be  removed  from  the  primary  zone  or  disguised. 

7.  The  entire  townsite  and  surrounding  landscape,  the  primary  zone,  will  be  considered  a  single  historic  entity 
composed  of  innumerable  units  and  details. 

8.  The  interpretation  of  and  education  about  Bannack  is  an  integral  task  of  the  park,  but  interpretation  should 
not  intrude  upon,  dominate  or  detract  from  the  historic  atmosphere  of  the  park. 

Additional  management  plan  citations  that  have  a  bearing  on  the  proposed  action  follow:  "~' 

Specific  preservation  and  stabilization  priorities  will  be  delineated  in  a  cultural  resource  inventory,  inspection,  and  Master  Plan 
to  be  prepared  and  adopted  by  Bannack  State  Park  after  consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  of  the 
Montana  Historical  Society  and  other  appropriate  groups.   These  priorities  will  reflect, 

1)  needs  relative  to  public  safety  and  accessibility, 

2)  the  present  condition  and  historic  significance  of  the  existing  cultural  resources,  and 

3)  interpretative  and  educational  potentials  of  the  resource  in  question. 

Development  of  visitor  service  facilities  at  Bannack  will  be  accomplished  in  a  manner  to  protect  the  natural  and  historic 
resources  of  the  park  and  to  further  the  educational  interests  of  park  visitors.  Development  of  recreational  facilities  at 
Bannack  State  Park  will  be  secondary  to  and  compatible  with  attainment  of  the  primary  historic  objectives. 

Facilities  and  access  for  the  disabled  or  those  with  an  impairment  should  be  provided  but  with  no  diminution  of  the  historical 
integrity  of  the  resource.  All  park  publications  should  accurately  describe  existing  access  for  the  disabled.  Every  effort  will 
be  made  by  the  Department  to  provide  access  for  the  disabled  or  impaired  to  the  extent  that  they  are  able  to  share  in  the 
Bannack  "feeling,"  and  enjoy  the  ghost  town  atmosphere. 

The  fire  system  must  be  maintained  in  good  operating  order. 

At  present  there  is  not  sufficient  security  to  protect  Bannack  from  theft  or  vandalism  which  can  be  perpetrated  almost  at 
will.  The  small,  relatively  insignificant,  daily  destructive  acts  will,  over  the  years,  significantly,  diminish  Bannack.  Bits  and 
pieces  of  Bannack  fabric  disappear  daily.  Door  knobs  no  longer  exist.  Graffiti  becomes  major  problem  when  removal  means 
"manipulating"  the  original  wall  surface.  Intentional  or  accidental  fire  is  an  ever-present  threat  which  could  devastate/^^  i 
site.  Livestock  roaming  into  town  break  windows  and  impact  structures.  Both  passive  and  active  security  measures  mu^t 
be  developed  in  the  site  master  plan  and  aggressively  employed. 
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The  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks  recently  developed  a  planning  document  based  on  extensive  public  involvement 
entitled,  Creating  a  Vision  for  the  Future  of  Montana's  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks.  This  document  lists  the  department  mission, 
vision,  operating  environment  and  goals.    Specific  to  this  proposed  action,  department  goals  B,  C,  D  and  E  apply. 

Goal  B:    Provide  increased  opportunities  for  public  enjoyment  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks  resources,  while  maintaining  our 
^mmitment  to  improve  landowner/sportsperson/department  relations. 

•  Develop  new  activities  and  opportunities  to  enjoy  fish,  wildlife,  recreational,  historic  and  cultural  resources. 
Goal  C:   Achieve  a  quality,  financially  sound  state  park  system. 

•  Develop  public  support  necessary  to  carry  out  the  State  Park  Futures  Committee  recommendations. 

•  Provide  appropriate  support  to  achieve  a  quality  state  parks  system. 

•  Give  increased  emphasis  to  the  management  of  cultural  and  historic  resources. 

Goal  D:  Elevate  the  importance  of  public  education  and  participation  in  all  program  areas  to  afford  citizens  the  opportunity 
to  better  understand,  appreciate  and  make  informed  decisions  about  our  natural  and  cultural  resources. 

•  Heighten  the  public's  awareness  of  Montana's  natural  and  cultural  resources  by  providing  more  opportunities 
for  the  public  to  participate  in  hands-on  experience. 

•  Maintain  existing  education  programs  and  develop  new  programs  to  provide  opportunities  for  youth  and 
adults. 

•  Cooperate  in  appropriate  education  efforts  and  programs  in   other  agencies  and  interest  groups. 

Goal  E:  Create  a  work  environment  where  a  diverse  workforce  can  focus  on  FWP  priorities  under  healthy,  satisfying  and 
caring  conditions. 

•  Provide  a  non-discriminatory  work  environment  that  promotes  high  morale,  professionalism  and  a  diverse  and 
well-qualified  work  force. 

•  Develop  a  work  force  that  is  informed  about  FWP  responsibilities  and  issues. 

MODIFICATIONS  AS  THEY  RELATE  TO  THE  ENTIRE  STATE  PARK  SYSTEM: 

The  proposed  action  was  considered  as  part  of  a  comprehensive  effort  to  improve  historic  state  parks  in  general,  and 
specifically  to  stabilize  and  protect  historic  buildings  in  imminent  danger  of  being  lost.  The  proposed  action,  in  addition,  was 
considered  as  part  of  a  comprehensive  effort  to  provide  disabled  access  improvements  at  state  parks  (particularly  historic 
parks),  improve  and  enhance  interpretive  and  educational  offerings,  offer  greater  levels  of  public  services,  enhance  the  quality 
and  quantity  of  recreational  experiences,  and  strengthen  visitor  and  staff  health  and  safety  standards. 
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Bannack  State  Park  Preservation 

ABSTRACT 


Energy  AD-HPL  personnel  conducted  an  electrical  inspection  of  the  Fire  Protection 
System  at  the  Bannack  State  Park  on  June  28,  1994.  The  major  system  problem 
discovered  during  the  site  visit  involved  failures  in  the  fire  pump  control  system.  This 
system  controls  the  fire  pump  which  provides  water  to  the  street  side  fire  hydrants. 

Energy  AD-HPL  recommends  the  addition  of  surge  protection  and  testing  of  the  existing 
fire  protection  system  cabling,  institution  of  annual  maintenance  contracts  on  system 
equipment,  addition  of  remote  notification  to  the  Fire  Alarm  and  Detection  System,  and 
preparation  of  maintenance  manuals.  The  estimated  cost  of  implementation  of  the 
recommended  work  is  $11,000.00  to  $15,000.00. 

No  recommendations  are  included  in  the  report  in  regard  to  an  upgrade  of  the  Fire  Alarm 
and  Detection  System  or  the  relocation  of  the  fire  alarm  and  detection  system  main 
control  cabinet.  The  existing  fire  alarm  and  detection  system  is  functioning  properly  and 
upgrading  of  the  system  would  need  to  be  based  on  need  for  increased  automatic 
protection  of  the  structures  and  budget  constraints.  Relocation  of  the  main  control 
cabinet  would  be  dictated  by  the  emphasis  placed  on  relocation  of  the  maintenance  shop 
and  reopening  of  the  George  Christman's  Store  to  the  public.  The  estimate  cost  of  the 
relocation  and  upgrading  of  the  fire  alarm  and  control  system  is  estimated  to  be 
$27,000.00  to  $30,000.00. 
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MONTANA  ENVIRONMENTAL  POLICY  ACT  {MEPA)/HB  495 
TOURISM  REPORT 

The  Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  has  initiated  the  review  process  as 
mandated  by  HB  495  and  the  Montana  Environmental  Policy  Act  in  its  consideration  of  the 
project  described  below.  As  part  of  the  review  process,  input  and  comments  are  being 
solicited.  Please  complete  the  project  name  and  project  description  portions  and  submit  this 
form  to: 

Clint  Blackwood,  Tourism  Development  Coordinator 
Montana  Promotion  Division 
Department  of  Commerce 
1424  9th  Avenue 
Helena.  MT  59620-0533 


Project  Name Bannack  Phase   II   Development   Project 

Project  Description  The  proposed   action  will  be   to    implement  various   components 

of    the  Bannack  master   site  plan.      Specifically,    1)    evaluate 

and  upgrade   the   fire  detection   and  security   system,    including 

relocating   controls    to    the  new  shop,    2)    replace   existing 
(continued    on   following   page) 


Would  this  site  development  project  have  a  impact  on  the  tourism  economy? 
n  NO  ^  YES  If  YES,  briefly  describe: 


Aajl»,    tArrf^tX^    Si<_ 


Does  this  impending  improvement  alter  the  quality  or  quantity  of 
recreation/tourism  opportunities  and  settings? 

Q  NO  ^  YES  If  YES,  briefly  describe: 


Tm- 


wtJlJ 


Date    ^> 


latrines  at  upper  campground  and  center  of  townsite  with  disabled  accessible  vault  models,  3) 
stabilize  five  historic  buildings,  4)  construct  new  shop  building  with  new  water  system  and 
drainfield,  5)  renovate  and  remodel  site  manager's  residence  with  new  drainfield,  6)  remodel 
State  House  into  park  administrative  offices,  with  year  round,  disabled  accessible  public 
restrooms,  public  meeting  room,  and  outdoor  drinking  fountain,  7)  remodel  Thompson  House 
into  seasonal  staff  housing  with  new  water  system  and  drainfield,  8)  develop  a  new  park  entrance 
with  gate,  self  serve  fee  station  and  interpretive  area,  9)  upgrade  existing  visitor  center  parking 
lot,  10)  construct  new  parking  lot  at  group  use  area,  and  11)  develop  entrance  trail  from  new 
group  use  area  parking  lot  to  town  entrance. 
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State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Historical  Society 

1410  8th  Avenue  •  PO  Box  201202  •  Helena,  MT  59620-1202  •  (406)444-7715 


September  1,  1994 

Mr.  Jeff  Shelden 
Prairie  Wind  Architecture 
P.O.  Box  626 
Lewistown,  MT  594  57 

REF:  Preliminary  Review  of  Proposed  New  Construction,  New  Shop 
Building,  and  Rehabilitation  of  Residences,  Bannack  State 
Park,  Bannack,  MT 

Dear  Jeff: 

Pursuant  to  our  meeting  yesterday,  August  31,  1994,  and  your 
request  for  our  initial  comm.ents  to  be  transmitted  to  you  and  Fish, 
Wildlife  and  Parks,  I  am  basically  writing  from  my  notes  on  what  I 
would  suggest  concerning  the  further  development  of  the  plans  and 
locations  of  the  new  shop  building,  and  the  residence 
rehabilitations . 

New  Shop  Building 

Basically,  I  believe  that  we  agree  on  the  proposed  location  of  the 
nev/  shop  building  to  be  located  to  the  west  end  of  the  town  proper, 
yet  in  close  proximity  of  the  historic  community,  and  basically 
aligned  to  be  out  of  the  historic  view  of  the  town  proper,  sort  of 
around  the  bend  of  the  last  house  on  the  north  side  of  the  street, 
and  facing  south,  as  the  majority  of  the  buildings  on  that  side  of 
the  main  street.  This  should  be  an  ideal  location  for  new 
construction.  Of  course,  archeological  concerns  will  have  to  be 
answered  prior  or  during  the  course  of  excavation  for  the 
foundation  footings,  etc.  but  that  shouldn't  present  a  problem, 
unless  unknown  historic  deposits  of  artifacts  are  located,  which  is 
a  possibility.  The  overall  design  concept,  which  allov/s  for  the 
general  small  scale  of  the  residential  buildings  nearby,  appears  to 
be  headed  in  the  right  direction.  I  do  have  concerns  about  too 
many,  varieties  of  materials  being  used,  as  well  as  too  many 
architectural  design  .elements  being  installed  on  the  south  facade 
of  the  building,  to  replicate  different  building  styles  that  have 
been  documented.  I  think  that  in  this  case,  even  though  the  design 
is  innovative,  there  is  confusion  as  to  what  this  building  is. 
Somehow,  with  the  log  cabin  facade  in  the  middle,  it  adds  a 
discordant  note  to  the  overall  design.  I  would  propose  that  the 
basic  footprint  be  retained,  however,  and  a  more  sophisticated 
choice  of  materials  be  used  to  blend  the  building  in,  either  plain 
rough  sawn  board  and  batten,  which  is  going  to  always  require 
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maintenance,  or  preferably,  wood  clapboard  siding  that  is  allowed 
to  weather,  perhaps  with  minimal  primers  to  show  that  it  was 
painted.  It  is  a  rather  perverse  way  of  looking  at  the  situation, 
and  it  is  also  possible  that  a  gray  or  brown/gray  stain  could  be 
applied,  rather  than  natural  aging  which  would  deteriorate  the 
wood.  The  other  suggestion  that  I  have  is  to  lov;er  the  cross-gable 
roof  behind  the  projecting  gabled  entrances  so  that  these  projects 
have  more  of  an  individual  character,  rather  than  a  massive  roof 
rising  behind  the  smaller  gabled  "buildings".  Mainly,  what  I  want 
to  accomplish  is  to  prevent  a  Disneyland  effect,  where  there  is  too 
much  replication.  I  think  that  it  is  important  that  the  building 
reflect  the  architectural  styles  and  scales  in  the  Bannack  area, 
but  not  too  closely,  so  that  it  might  be  confused  with  some  early 
building,  (doubtful) ,  or  more  likely  as  some  type  of  Ye  Olde  West 
tourist  trap.  It  is  important  that  the  building  have  its  own 
dignity. 

That  is  the  extent  of  my  philosophical  comments  on  this  design  so 
far.  Otherwise,  I  think  it  does  an  admirable  job  of  screening  the 
FWP  vehicles,  tractors,  backhoe,  etc.  from  the  public  eye. 

State  House/Administrative  Office  Rehabilitation 

The  main  things  that  we  discussed  involving  the  rehabilitation  of 
this  property  was  the  need  for  accessible  bathroom  for  the  public, 
a  meeting  room  for  the  many  conferences  that  seem  to  be 
increasingly  held  in  Bannack,  and  the  small  amount  of  interior  wall 
modifications.  One  conflict  that  was  shown  was  the  removal  of  the 
wall  that  would  have  expanded  the  Superintendent's  office, 
necessitating  removal  of  one  of  .the  historic  brick  chimneys.  This 
should  not  be  contemplated.  The  chimneys,  which  are  corbeled,  add 
to  the  historic  and  architectural  character  of  this  property. 

I  think  that  we  will  need  to  do  some  on-site  assessment  work  to 
determine  how  much  interior  damage  is  going  to  occur,  especially 
with  a  new  door  to  the  bathroom,  wall  modifications,  and  interior 
remodeling  that  would  be  required  to  convert  this  building  into  a 
administrative  office. 

On  a  side  note,  the  exterior  boardwalks,  which  will  not  impacting 
either  the  administrative  office  or  the  current  visitor's  center 
physically,  will  definitely  have  a  visual  impact,  if  the  boardwalks 
get  out  of  hand,  we  will  have  a  m.iniature  California  Deck/Kot  Tub 
Architectural  style  right  at  the  entry  of  the  park,  per  se.  I 
don't  want  to  see  this  deal  get  out  of  hand  and  too  slick,  if  you 
know  what  I  mean.  If  the  ADA  folks  get  out  of  hand,  I  can  invoke 
Section  4.1.7  and  decide  that  the  deal  will  cause  too  much 
architectural  damage  to  the  historic  appearance  of  these  buildings. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  should  make  allowances  as  much  as  we  can., 
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Thompson  House 

I  think  that  we  decided  between  us,  that  the  small  addition  in  the 
rear  could  go  and  not  come  back.  The  other  addition  where  the 
existing  bathroom  is,  should  be  reconstructed  as  the  outside 
storage,  in  half,  and  the  utility  room  in  the  other  half,  using  the 
original  exterior  materials  to  be  replaced  after  the  framing  and 
interior  construction  is  complete,  keeping  the  exterior  appearance, 
while  the  actual  building  is  new.  The  CMU  chimneys/flues  can  be 
torn  out  and  the  areas  repaired,  and  I  don't  think  anyone  will  be 
sorry  to  see  them  go.  Since  I  have  never  been  in  this  house,  I 
think  that  we  may  have  to  do  an  architectural  damage  assessment 
prior  to  finalizing  any  plans  for  the  existing  rooms  that  will  make 
up  the  bathroom  and  Bedroom  #2,  as  noted  on  the  plans.  This 
probably  should  be  done  with  the  kitchen  and  living  room,  too.  I 
am  not  sure  what  we  are  running  into  with  the  interior  of  this 
property.  The  other  modification  that  we  agreed  on,  was  the 
retention  of  the  original  door  on  the  west  elevation  of  the  main 
section  of  the  house,  that  would  lead  into  bedroom  #2.  I  would 
prefer  to  see  about  leaving  this  door  operable,  in  case  of  fire, 
but  if  you  want  to  make  it  stationary,  that  will  probably  work. 

The  Manager's  House 

The  only  thing  that  I  have  on  my  notes  about  this  is  not  to  put  a 
porch  roof  over  the  gabled  front  of  the  house,  if  it  was  never 
there.  The  back  portion,  being  much  newer,  I  don't  think  will 
present  a  problem.  I  will  need  to  look  at  the  details  of  the 
elevations  when  you  get  them  before  I  can  review  this  project 
further. 

That  is  about  the  extent  of  my  comments  at  this  time.  I  am  sure 
that  there  are  probably  things  that  I  have  missed,  but  we  can  pick 
up  on  them  later.  If  you  have  any  questions,  or  I  can  be  of 
further  assistance,  please  call  me  in  a  week  or  two,  since  I  will 
be  gone^until  the  12th  of  September, 

Sine 


E.  Dawson,  Deputy 
State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
Historical  Architect 

cc:  Kevin  Redmond,  Design  and  Construction  Bureau,  FWP 

File:  FWP-Bannack  State  Park-1994 
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State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Historical  Society 

1410  8th  Avenue  •  PC  Box  201202  •  Helena,  MT  59620-1202  •  (406)  444-7715 


Scp,e™.e,2,1994^  R  E  C  E  8  V  E  D 

Kevin  Redmond    p 

Design  and  Construction  Q£p  Q  6  1994 

Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife,  and  Parks  or,,,o^,o., 

Helena,  MT  59620  ^tSlGN  &  ^ONSl   UCT  ON 

DEPT.  OF  FISH,  WILDLIFE  &  PARKS 

Re:   Bannack,  Preliminary  Master  Plan  Design  Changes 
Dear  Kevin: 

Thanks  for  the  opportunity  to  meet  with  you  Wednesday  morning,  August  31,  1994.  Herb  and  I  were  glad 
to  review  the  changes  that  you  are  currently  considering  in  the  master  plan  recommendations  for  the  shop  and 
manager's  housing.  Herb  has  already  written  Jeff  more  detailed  comments  on  design  and  rehabilitation  issues. 
This  will  be  a  shorter  summary  of  our  thoughts  on  primary  issues: 

-  The  current  recommendation  to  place  the  new  shop  facility  at  the  west  end  of  the  community-rather  than 
to  the  south-appears  to  be  very  workable.  By  virtue  of  scale,  existing  fencing  and  boardwalk  placement,  visual 
angles,  and  the  kind  of  design  that  Jeff  is  developing,  the  new  facility  should  not  constitute  an  inapprropriate 
intrusion. 

-  Likewise,  the  current  recommendation  to  remodel  the  manager's  house  seems  very  appropriate.  It  will 
provide  rehabilitation  to  a  historic  structure,  replace  one  newer  addition  with  another  more  functional  one, 
and  allow  for  better  public  perception  of  the  building. 

-  In  both  instances.  Herb  has  been  able  to  provide  comments  on  design  to  the  level  that  the  designs  are 
currently  developed.  We'll  anticipate  review  of  those  as  more  precise,  but  preliminary  design  work  is  finished. 

-  In  the  course  of  the  morning,  we  spoke  about  questions  associated  with  the  museum  collection.  In  large 
measure-except  as  it  involves  changes  to  historic  buildings-that  is  not  an  area  that  we're  qualified  to  comment 
on.  You'd  be  very  welcome  to  contact  Sue  Near,  the  Society's  Museum's  Program  Administrator  for  technical 
assistance  in  this  area.  In  particular,  Bannack  may  be  ready  to  use  specific  professional  recommendations  from 
a  museum  conservator-something  that  might  be  funded  by  a  Conservation  Assessment  Program  grant  through 
the  Institute  of  Museum  Services. 

A  step-by-step  assessment  may  put  you  in  a  better  position  to  determine  whether  or  what  materials  should 
remain  onsite,  which  need  additional  protection,  etc. 

Thanks  again  for  the  opportunity  to  meet. 

Sincerely 


[icerely,         (A 


Marcellu  Sherfy 

Montana  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

cc:   Arnie  Olsen,  Parks 

File:   NR,  Beaverhead  County,  Bannack 
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MEMO 

Jerry  Walker 

Cindy  Staszak 

Bannack  Open  House  Summary 

March  26,  1993 


The  Bannack  State  Park  Open  House  was  held  on  February 
25,  1993  at  the  Courthouse  in  Dillon.   Tlie  intent  was  to 
provide  an  opportunity  for  the  public  to  review  and  comment 
on  the  Master  Site  Plan  and  the  Stabilization  Project  that 
are  currently  underway  at  Bannack.  The  Open  House  was  held 
from  4:00pm  until  7:00pm.   Staff  and  consultants  in 
attendance  were:  Jerry  Walker,  Region  3  Parks  Supervisor; 
Paul  Valle,  FWP  Landscape  Architect;  Kevin  Redmond,  FWP 
Construction  Project  Manager;  James  McDonald,  Architect  and 
Private  Consultant;  Cindy  Staszak,  Bannack  Park  Manager  and 
Jon  Hoerning,  Bannack  Maintenance  Supervisor. 

On  display  at  the  Open  House  were  flip  chart  sheets 
listing  the  various  issues,  concerns  and  suggestions 
discussed  in  the  development  of  the  Master  Plan.   Copies  of 
these  charts  are  attached.   A  map  of  the  Master  Site  Plan 
was  posted  after  all  of  the  issue  charts.   It  depicted 
locations  suggested  for  the  various  issues.   Copies  of  the 
Historic  Research  associated  with  the  plan  and  the  Draft 
Management  Plan  were  also  available.   A  display  board 
complete  with  photos  of  many  of  the  buildings  slated  for 
stabilization  was  the  first  "station"  that  the  public  viewed 
upon  entering  the  room.  Coffee  and  tea  were  available  for 
the  public  as  well. 

The  Open  House  was  publicized  in  the  local  Dillon 
newspaper  and  on  Dillon  radio  for  the  three  weeks  preceding 
the  Open  House.   In  addition,  news  releases   were  printed  in 
the  Bozeman  Chronicle  and  the  Montana  Standard  in  Butte.   We 
had  fourteen  people  attend,  including  newspaper  reporters 
from  Dillon  and  Butte  and  our  local  state  legislator,  Mr. 
Bill  Tash.   Both  newspapers  printed  follow-up  articles, 
which  are  attached. 

People  were  handed  an  information  sheet  and  clipboard 
as  they  entered  the  room.    The  lay-out  of  the  room  was 
explained  and  staff  were  readily  available  to  answer 
questions  and  explain  maps. 
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Six  people  completed  the  survey.   The  results  are 
tabulated  on  the  following  page.   A  copy  of  a  blank  survey 
and  accompanying  information  sheet  are  also  attached.  The 
item  rated  the  highest  priority  by  most  people  was  the 
Visitor  Center/Museum.   The  Maintenance  Facility  received 
the  second  most  votes  for  high  priority.   Staff  Housing, 
Camping/Campgrounds.  Day  Use/Amphitheater  and  Traffic 
Control  all  tied  in  third  place  for  the  high  priority 
rating.   Conversely,  the  Park  Entrance  received  a  low 
priority  rating  by   50%  of  the  respondents.    The  Trails 
were  rated  low  by  33%.  The  Visitor  Center/Museum, 
Administrative  Office  and  Day  Use/Amphitheater  were  each 
rated  low  by  16%  or  one  person  each.  Comments  noted  on  the 
survey  along  with  a  list  of  people  interested  in  further 
information  about  Bannack  are  listed  on  the  following  pages 
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BANNACK  STATE  PARK  OPEN  HOUSE  2-25-93 
SURVEY  RESULTS 
Overall  opinion  of  the  plan: 

33%  (2  people)  said  it  was  excellent 
66%  (4  people)  said  it  was  good 

CoiTiments:  "Hopes  that  the  plan  does  not  take  away  from  the 
present  uniqueness  of  our  park." 
"Covers  most  important  areas  of  the  park.  Likes  the 
shop  location  but  concerned  over  its  appearance  and 
how  it  will  relate  to  the  rest  of  Bannack." 
"Stabilization  is  first  priority  along  with 
facilities  for  the  public." 

Staff  Housing:   33%  (2  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 
16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Camping/Campgrounds : 

33%  (2  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 

16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Maintenance  Facilities: 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  high  priority 
50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 

Visitor  Center/Museum: 

66%  (4  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

16%  (1  person)  rated  it  low  priority 

16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Administrative  Office 

16%  (1  person)  rated  it  high  priority 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 

16%  (1  person)  rated  it  low  priority 

16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Park  Entrance:  16%  (1  person)  rated  it  high  priority 

33%  (2  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 
50%  (3  people)  rated  it  low  priority 

Trails:        0%  (0  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 

33%  (2  people)  rated  it  low  priority 

10%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Day  use/Amphitheater: 

33%  (2  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

•  33%  (2  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 

16%  (1  person)  rated  it  low  priority 

16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 

Traffic  Control :33%  (2  people)  rated  it  high  priority 

50%  (3  people)  rated  it  medium  priority 
16%  (1  person)  no  opinion 
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3.  Additional  coniments  and  suggestions  about  the  plan: 

-Great  plan  as  long  as  priorities  are:  1.  building 

preservation.  2.  equipment  and  materials  for  maintenance 
3.  improve  facilities  for  year  round  help 

-Very  good  plan 

-Please  fence  the  town  to  keep  livestock  out 

-Park  needs  a  snowplow  and  better  communication  with 
town  in  case  telephone  goes  out. 

-Continue  development  of  interpretive  facilities  on 
all  areas  and  how  it  relates  to  continued  work  on 
stabilization.  Continued  emphasis  on  creative  use 
of  existing  facilities.       j 

4.  Comments  about  stabilization  project: 

-Sounds  reasonable  ./  ; 

-Looks  good  , 

-Good  choice  of  priorities/procedures 
-Stabilize  and  protect  from  the  weather  but  no  more 
-Necessary  evil  as  long  as  the  historic  flavor  is  not 
lost  and  the  original  buildings  are  left  as  is. 

5.  Any  other  additional  comments  about  Bannack: 

-Nice  to  see  some  positive  action  finally  taken  on  saving 

this  part  of  our  history. 
-Volunteer  help  is  a  resource  that  is  not  utilized  as  much 

as  it  could  be. 
-It  is  important  to  me  to  do  as  much  as  we  can,   I  like 

the  master  plan, 
-I  feel  generally  Bannack  is  being  directed  properly — 
with  good  emphasis  on'' preservation ,  but  additional 
development  of  interpretation  needs  to  be  done 
-  Visitor  Center  manned  more  hours.   Keep  traffic  to  the 
left  and  make  all  cars  park  and  see  video  at  center 
before  going  through  tov/n. 
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BANNACK  STATE  PARK  OPEN  HOUSE 
February  25,  1993 


PURPOSE:   The  intent  of  this  open  house  is  to  provide  an 

opportunity  for  the  public  to  review  and  comment 
on  two  projects  that  are  currently  underway  at  the 


park 

PR  0  J  E  C  T  S 


MASTER  SITE  PLAN  PROJECT:   This  project  involves  the  completion 
of  a  long  range  planning  document  that  will  guide  the 
development  of  Bannack  State  Park.   During  the  initial 
scoping  meetings (charette) ,  critical  elements  were 
identified  and  incorporated  in  the  overall  plan. 
Public  input  on  developmental  priorities  is  being 
sought . 

STABILIZATION:   Ten  historic  structures  have  been  identified  for 
stabilization  work.   These  buildings  were  selected  on 
the  basis  of  historical  integrity,  structural 
stability  and  fiscal  constraints.    Photographs  of  the 
buildings  are  available  for  review  as  well  as 
assessments  of  the  specific  stabilization  work 
designated  for  completion. 

PROCEDURE;   1.   Review  the  materials  available  about  the 

projects . 

2.  Ask  questions  about  the  projects.   Park 
staff.  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 
administrators,  and  the  private  consultant 
working  on  this  project  are  all  available. 

Jerry  Walker,  Region  3  Parks  Supervisor,  FWP 
Cindy  Staszak,  Manager,  Bannack  State  Park 
Jon  Hoerning,  Maintenance  Supervisor,  Bannack 
Paul  Valle,  Landscape  Architect,  FWP 
Kevin  Redmond,  Construction  Project  Mgr .  FWP 
James  McDonald,  Architect,  Private  Consultant 

3.  Complete  the  attached  questionnaire  including 
your  opinion  on  the  priorities  for  development 
in  the  Master  Plan,  as  well  as  any  additional 
comments  or  suggestions  you  might  have. 
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MASTER  SITE  PLAN  QUESTIONNAIRE 

1.   What  is  your  overall  opinion  of  the  plan? 

excellent   good   fair   poor 

Comments : 


Please  prioritize  the  development  of  the  issues  in  the 
plan. 

3.  High  Priority 

2.  Medium  Priority 

1 .  Low  Priority 


_STAFF  HOUSING 
.CAMPING/CAMPGROUNDS 
.MAINTENANCE  FACILITIES 
.VISITOR  CENTER/  MUSEUM 
ADMINISTRATIVE  OFFICE 


.PARK  ENTRANCE 
.TRAILS 

_DAY  USE/AMPHITHEATER 
TRAFFIC  CONTROL 


3, 
Plan 


Additional  comments,  ideas,  suggestions  about  the  Master 


4.   Comments  about  the  stabilization  project 


5.   Any  other  additional  comments  about  Bannack  State  Park: 


6 .  Optional : 
Name : 


Phone 


Address 


_YES.  I  would  like  to  be  contacted  about  future  plans 

for  Bannack  State  Park. 
_N0.  I  do  not  wish  further  information  about  plans 
for  Bannack  State  Park. 


THANK    YOU    FOR    YOUR    INPUT! 
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xvy  y^ 


f'^'i'^^:I^'7aZ'^:^lSSslZ^SS"ovi,ch-is  cl^s.sed  wm  me  offenses  in  fhe 
iif  S?>lo"S  "S°Z"S>  ^is  esse  ,vas  moved  ,o  Dillon  tor  Ifial  Pholo  ty  Tin, 


Montana 
MacDonald. 


J  'Allien    liriloLUie 


^Missoula  landscape  archrtect  Carl  Thusen  outlines  some  of  the  possible  P'^^sfo  future  work  at 
reSinack  Montana's  ghost  town  state  park  west  of  Dillon.  His  was  one  °<  several  presentatwns 
Imade  at  the  confererSe  helping  to  decide  the  future  of  the  preservatK)n  efforts  at  the  town.  The 
Imeeting  was  held  in  the  old  Methodist  Church  in  Bannack. 

^^'^  ■ 

Bannack's  future  on  the 

I  rawing  board  by  park  system 

■■Ml:  Photo  and  Story  by  John  Barrows 

W^  What  does  the  future  hold  for  preservation  efforts  at  Bannack  State  Park. 
W  Th^tZstL  question  that  a  g^oup  of  Montana  Fish,  Wildlife  and  P^f^^^^^ 
f  v^th  last  week  in  Bannack.  In  a  session  facilitated  by  architects  Jijn  MacDonald  and  Cari 
iThulen.  who  are  under  contract  to  the  department,  the  officials  reviewed  possibilities,  both 

^"^' In  a'ddltfon'to'^S&P^M?^^^^^^^  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Bannack  As.socia- 

ItiolT^Si^  inc^ding  tbe  State  Historical  Preservation  Officer,  were  included  in  the 

t^  A  priority  of  the  session  was  continuing  preservation  of  the  buildings  at  Bannack.  as  was 
I  buildine  a  shop  building  outside  ofthe  ghost  town  proper.  .,    -x  *•„„  „„j 

I  Mining  the  atmosphere  of  Bannack.  putting  additional  effort  into  interpreting  and 
rpresSS^Ss  in  the  p^k  that  are  not  on  the  main  steet.  mainta  ning  camping  faali^ 
iJ^r^lL  protection  and  water  supplies,  and  providing  for  limited  restoration  of  some 

5'  building  were  also  listed  as  priorities.  ^„ j„  o„o;i!:.K1o  Cnr' 

^  t-    From  the  session  last  week  a  master  plan  will  be  designed,  that  will  be  made  available  for 

Hp  public  hearings  and  review.  ,    .,      R„„vPrhpad 

.       How  to  deal  with  artifacts,  and  developing  a  research  center,  through  the  Beaverhead 

■:  County  Museum  were  also  placed  on  the  plan  r„„,„,  ^nA  locating-  offices 

One  area  that  received  a  low  priority  was  building  a  new  Visitor  Center  and  locabngottKes 

and  shops  south  of  Bannack,  near  the  old  mill.  That  was  generally  rejected  and  the  plan  will 

be  drawn  to  place  the  priority  on  putting  the  shop  area  near  the  manager  s  nouse.  


".■«|- 


5  ■:;.•«. 


.  •■*,i.4i-  ri-  '  . 


-  i^Jt^!*^-^  '■-■  <'■  t.-. 


•■    -..■!-.^,':n--. 


l?->*-VVJ:-' 


■•'^-i 


43 


'■^J- 


'  ■■':^ i''\''-':  ;■• 


..     Bahnack  bh  the  tabled   . 

;^*L'as|;Week.^^^^  group  of  Fisti'J.  Wildlife  and  Parks  officials  sat  downwitH  a  bevy  of.; 
i^xpeSs  and ixiierested  V^^^ii]^"]^":~.^:..r::<::.\^^:/y:.^^^  ..     .  y.^'-y^jyli^-PY^^'^i 

ftMjJo  good'things  cam^^^^^  meetiiig;.:  progress  on  Imowng  just' where  Bannacb; 

|^is*gqing  aid'assiiraace'of  pres^  a  goal  for  the  park  system.^....  f-...Gr;^:^^^?||?; 

CWltappears  tliat  when  the  master  plan  is  finally  released  for  public  review  and  input, . 
I^liere  yrtU  beVwbr^^  preservation,  encourage' use,  and  balance  the; 

Fneeds  for  eiijojmeht  of  the  p^^^         the  special  needs  of  keeping  it  from  deteriorating.; . 

IW'A'vndeviieVof  plans  w'efe^  table,  and  prioritized,  so  that  m  the  future;' 

#^decisions  can  be  made  in  arational  way.'.within  the  scope  of  a  long-reaching,  workable.^ 

fpla&||^.?;j-S^:i''K1'i5^:-^^      '^ ^^^ ^^^j^Iw il:--^:'.■- ■^•'>^>-- ' : '  -.'i  --^^ ?■'■  "rVx -^i-iX y^^i^^-' 
'?5^  Its  time  has  come  and  it's  good  that  progress  is  being  made,    ■.  .;■      ■.  ':-:■  .'r-jy^^-r^- 

^^i^im^^^r^r-y-:      '■■:       .^i.-^  .  -  -        ■ .  :    .  .         . : 


m. 


k  — 


.1 


'i 


|gi/v;J&  P  hosting; 
ppeahousiS 


^The.  Parks  Division  'of  the;  .; 
iMpntana  Department  of  Fish,;;  V 
5  Wildlife  and  Parks  will  host  anv;  ..^ 
iopeiil  house  from  4-7  p.m..-:; ;v 
^Thursday,. February  25,  in  the;J  .; 
^multipurpose  room  at  the  Bea-  ■.; 
^erhead  County  Courthouse  in  .  -;. 

fbillon;i;;:;    .       ■  "■-^i^}^--t-: 

^^tThe;  opeii  house  will  be  an.    . 

Opportunity,  according  tc»  Ban-'  '■■; 

«rnack  State  Park  Manager  Cindy  • 
Tstaszak,  to  collect  public.input/^-; 
^"and  hold  a  review  of  two  major';  .v 
f  projects  in  progress  at  the  park. ;  :;; 

^'jlThe  projects  include  a  long-"  ;; 

Ijange  master  plan  and  stabili-  ,  ; 

ization.'work  to  preserve.  10X\- 

I'lDuiidings'within  the  ghost  tov,-nT:.:. 

^<  Bannack.- Parks  personnel^.- 

^wiir  be  available  at  the"  open 
i'hbuse  to  answer  questions  and  -  ■' 
^c*ollect  comments,  Staszak  said;-  %'  • 
[Cop'ies  of  the  plans  and  photos;-- 
/S|  tlie  biiildings  slated  to  be":.-. 
g^tabilized.wiU.  be  also  be  avail-,:; 
^le  for  public  review.;'  J;":.j.;'   „ 
M0-  Fqf  more  informatiohi  call 
Istas^kat  834-3413.^^1^  vV?--/-:^ 


Bannack  state  Park's  future  ;S 
will  be  debated  rfexfThursda]^ 


■What  the  future  holds  for 
Bannack,  including  a  public 
hearing  on  two  major  projects 
in  progress  at  Bannack  State 
Park,  will  be  the  subject  of  an 
open  house  Thursday,  February 
25.'  The,'' session,  according  to 
Park  Manager  Cindy  Staszak,": 
will  be  Held  from  4-7  p.m.  in  the 
multipurpose  room  of  the  Bea- 
verhead County  Courthouse 
and  will  feature  a  review  of  the 

•  long-range  master  plan  and 
stabilization  work  to  preserve. 
10  Mstoric  buildings  within  the 
townsite  of  Bannack,  Pubh'c  in- 
put is  being  sought  at  the  ses- 
sion, Staszak  said.  ■  - 
,  The  open  house  will  feature 
representatives  of  the  Depart-  - 
ment  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 

.  who  will  answer  questions  and 
collect  comments.  Copies  of  the 

'  plans  and  photos  of  the  build- 
ings planned  to  be  stabilized  will 

■  be  available  for  review. 

-  The  day  before,  Wednesday, 
February  24,  the  park  will  host' 
an  oral  history  workshop,  from 


^  10  a.m.  until  3  p.m.        ..-'•.' 
The  workshop  will  be  held  in 

[  the  conference  room  of  the  For- 
est Service- building  at  420 

.  Barrett  in  Pillo'h/-'j.  :.. 

:.  Th&  workshop,  is  open  to 
anyone  interested  in  learning 
how  to  conduct  oral  history,  in- 
terviews. The  workshop,  which 
is  free,  is  being  conducted  by 
State  Oral  Historian  with'  the 
Montana  Historical  Society, 

;  John  Terreo;  The  workshop  in- 
cludes an  overview  of  conduct- 
ing and  transcribing  oral  histoiy 
interviews.  "Oral  history  inter- 
views provide  colorful  ihsighis 
into  the  history  of  an  area  and 

.  itspeople,"  Terreo  said;  Famif 

'.  lies  are  also  beginning  to  inter; . 
yiew  grandparents  and  greatr 
grandparents,  Terreo  said  and 

•  the  workshop  show  techniques 
to  help  do  that.  '  •  v^;|« 

,    .  To  make  reser\'ations  for  the  . 
workshop,  or  ask  questioi^ 
about  the  public  hearing,  cdj^ 
Staszak  at  Bannack  State  Park^ 
834-3413.     ■  .    .     ..•.:, 
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managers  set 
Bannack  priorities 


fmi: 


volved  in  restoration  at  Bannack', 
■  •■;■''■"  S2id  there  is  no  other  place  quitei 
:''  :'  '■...-'  like  Bannack  in  Montana.  ■■  -;■  '■; ;-' 
— — — 'r%  The  only!  place  that  could  com-" 
'l^^'V  DILLON  —  The  future,  of  historic-  ^pare  is'-  Virginia  City  or  .Nevada 
:'^  Bamiack  State  Park  was  discussed-/  City,  he  said,  but  even  Virginia  City  . 


4  By  Perry  Backus/ 

sT  standard  Staff  Writer    -'.' 

■  p"^*-- 

X.-..ij-.>i .-       • 


this  week  in  Dillon. 
:5M_Members  of  the  state  park  serv- 
sjc^niet  with  the  public  in  an  open 
j^ouse"  format  to  discuss  a  master 
.  ^Lsife'pfan  and  an  upcoming  stabiliza^r 
^  tiphproject.. 

'fe^^The  master  site  plan  will  give 
V  park'm'anagers  direction  in  develop-. 
..^  irigf  priorities'  for   Bannack,    said" 
':^ Jerry  Walker,  Region  3  parks  su-l-\ 
I'^msor  for  the  Fish;  Wildlife  and  f 
a  Paries  Department. 


has  residents  and  Nevada  City  was 
mostly  moved  in  from  other  areas. 

Bannack  is  an  important  cultural '  3 
treasure  for  Montana,  he  said. ,        '    " 
.;^The  planned  restoration  project  is^-riv! 
an_  important  first  step  in  making 
sure;  the   buildings,  don't   collapse 
and)  aren't    destroyed,'    McDonald 
said^  ■      '•         .;;      ■■  '• . 

About  $300,000  has  been  set  aside 
from  legislative  action  to  do  resto- 
ration work  on  a  number  of  build-     . 
ings  in  Bannack,  said  Walker.  The 


::.-';»:V^:S  ::;::V 


tofcenters 

^^^^ii-i -...,-.-  ..      -- 

tiTBS long-range  plan jvould  give;^. Raybiirn house.:  Y:;%v;:^-,:^;:';.rj,.i-v r;--; 

"sen'icet  employees^;  ani-jdea;;iJi7  All  qt_ the  buildings"  to^  be"  stabiiS: '2 

^what  must,  .be'  accomplished  o.  lized^  ar^^deteridratihg .  and;  need;_ji 

jSew^fundirigis^obCained^  he!5:'wbrksodn|  said  Walk'er.-i"'r--';;.%vy<'-'-5;'r'*; 

-_    ^'^-^Vt? '-'■'? F%v-2^''iii'^^"f^^^  than- 100  biiildingVar^- inii:^ 

i^^ilJ  fieip  set'oiir  priorities,""*  Bannack.  .andsall--:  havej-.^'varylng^-i^ 

^d^^;?JS^=; :  ^O'v  ■  ^AvS  -V  . "^V'  needsi, h6sz\A:\^''''y^;'  i-^}yS:<^^. 

■^■^  plain: ^aisof  will  help  decidev'.'  Most  of  the  stabilization  work  will ., ' 

Pa'nd  how  hew  facilities  should     involve'  re'pracing  rooft^and  shoring; '■• 

^Walker  said. -'J; .'  v?:-  • -v-'  up  foundations,  Walker'said.':^?':*:.^?;'^^?? 

want  to  remain  time' to  the';;  McDonald  said. .^there,has^.^beeh;r; 

stjoni^characteri.'ofL  th^_  park^in     past'-  stabili2atiori\"'work)-^accoin-:Ji]?A 

S^miad;]s  case,'!  Walker  said^.i  ^  '■  j  -.';   plished;  at^  Bannack;..  but-''recenllyV;^" 

j^^jn^est  in  Bannack  has  been  in-''  there  hasn't  ^en  much' m.one3r;'set';:^' 

.-S/CreSsihg  dramatically  over  the  past  ;■  a^iflP  fnr'maintpnanrp  nn  fhp  hiiilHl'?-'-'- 

■gcouple  years,  Walker  said,  partly-'' 
:.jj  bSaiise  of  greater  promotion'  ef-" ' 
.i^fofts  by  the  state. 

g^T^fere  is  also  a  tremendous  inter-' 

|l.^^^historic  tourism,  especially  m. . 
;  I^^LGc  Rim 'and  Central  European 
•.  ^^countries,  he  said,  and  much  of  that 
:  c  interest  is  centered  on  United  States 


ii  western  history. 
?5:|-^j^anies  McDonald, 


an  architect  in- 


aside  for'  maintenance  oii  the  build-.-, ;. 

■  ings;>v-'.;,v^%{;;:;^^;>v.-^,;i:'Jf:|;;^- 
Walker  said  the  Montana"  stale; -'.v 
parks  \ 'system  is  -"grossly  .  under^.^.-'j;^ 
funded  .'.7 projects  like  Bannack' det^.'^if? 
pend  pn..funding_  authorized  by  the^"'^' 
'egisiatiir'e.  It's'  important.^  to"^re-  .'^i.''j 
ceive  some  kind  of  assistance"  so-  .i;  J 

^the  work  can  continue  keeping  the.  ..■  I 
buildings  standing  at  Bannack,  he'  } 
said;   -  ■    ■ -       ■  '   •   • -•■  --■ 


j  Bannack  buildings  get  revamped' ''■■\  J 

-■'■  ^.^^^°-^.  -  The  public  can" comment  on  plans  to  stabilize  eight  to  10  his- 

;  tone  buildmgs  in  Bannack  before  May  25.  The  environmental  assessment 

.;  includes  repair  and  replacement  of  foundations;  replacing  rotting  sill  logs-' 

;  repairing  roofs  and  improving  water  runoff  around  buildings.'  ■     -      ■ .    ' 

.'^  About  $300,000  has  been  allocated  for  the  project  by  the  1991  Legislature 
The  money  comes  from  interest  on  state  coal  tax  monies.  •     * 

V'/Ten  buildings,  were  selected  ori;  the  basis  of  need,  historic  infegrilv 
maintenance  and  importance  to  the  overall  historic  picture  at  Bannack''' 
park  manager  Cindy  Staszak  said.:  t,      .■•••'  oi-odnnacK, 

'^•.r^::;-'-^    .  .  -    ■.,/;    '1-:   •>'■■',>■".;■.•        ■.'•■r.j    •-...  ;■.:■>,:■" 

■■ — —1^  V-       ...:..T, 


PROJECT  QUALIFICATION  CHECKLIST 
HB  495 

Date  February  10.  1995 Person  Reviewing  Jerry  Walker 

Project  Location;  Bannack  State  Park 


DESCRIPTION  OF  PROPOSED  WORK;  The  proposed  action  will  be  to 
implement  various  components  of  the  Bannack  master  site  plan. 
Specifically.  1)  evaluate  and  upgrade  the  fire  detection  and 
security  system,  including  relocating  controls  to  the  new  shop.  2) 
replace  existing  latrines  at  upper  campground  and  center  of 
townsite  with  disabled  accessible  vault  models.  3)  stabilize  five 
historic  buildings.  4)  construct  new  shop  building  with  new  water 
system  and  drainfield.  5)  renovate  and  remodel  site  manager's 
residence  with  new  drainfield.  6)  remodel  State  House  into  park 
administrative  offices,  with  year  round,  disabled  accessible  public 
restrooms.  public  meeting  room,  and  outdoor  drinking  foxintain.  7) 
remodel  Thompson  House  into  seasonal  staff  housing  with  new  water 
system  and  drainfield.  8)  develop  a  new  park  entrance  with  gate, 
self  serve  fee  station  and  interpretive  area.  9)  upgrade  existing 
visitor  center  parking  lot.  10)  construct  new  parking  lot  at  group 
use  area,  and  11)  develop  entrance  trail  from  new  group  use  area 
parking  lot  to  town  entrance. 

The  following  checklist  is  intended  to  be  a  guide  for  determining 
whether  a  proposed  development  or  improvement  is  of  enough 
significance  to  fall  iinder  HB  495  rules.  (Please  check  V  all  that 
apply  and  comment  as  necessary.)  Capital  Construction  projects  - 
Prepared  by  D  &  C;  Force  Accovint  Projects  -  Prepared  by  Region. 

[  ]  A.     New  roadway  or  trail  built  over  vuidisturbed  land? 
Comments ; 


[X]  B.     New  building  construction  (buildings  <  100  sf  and  vault 

latrines  exempt) ? 
Comments ;    A  new  maintenance  shop  of  approximately  2.336  sguare 

feet  will  be  constructed  at  the  east  end  of  the  historic  townsite. 
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# 


[X]  c. 


Any  excavation  of  20  c.y.  or  greater? 


Comments;  Excavation  work  associated  with  new  shop,  manager's 
residence  remodeling,  utility  and  fire  detection  system  extensions, 
water  and  septic  system  improvements,  road  and  parking  area 
upgrades,  and  landscaping  around  historic  structures  to  channel 
water  away  will  collectively  involve  excavation  exceeding  20  c.y. 


[  ]  D, 


Comments : 


New  parking  lots  built  over  vmdisturbed  land  or  expansion 
of  existing  lot  that  increases  parking  capacity  by  25%  or 
more? 


[  ]  E. 


Comments : 


Any  new  shoreline  alteration  that  exceeds  a  double  wide 
boat  ramp  or  handicapped  fishing  station? 


[  ]  F.     Any  new  construction  into  lakes,  reservoirs,  or  streams? 
Comments : 


[X]  G.  Any  new  construction  in  an  area  with  National  Registry 
quality  cultural  artifacts  (as  determined  by  State 
Historical  Preservation  Office) ? 

Comments :  All  work  listed  under  the  proposed  action  will  take  place 
in  a  National  Historic  Landmark  District. 


[  ]  H.     Any  new  above  ground  utility  lines? 
Comments : 


[  ]  I. 


Comments : 


Any  increase  or  decrease  in  campsites  of  25%  or  more  of 
an  existing  niimber  of  caunpsites? 
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#: 


[X]  J.  Proposed  project  significantly  changes  the  existing 
features  or  use  pattern;  including  effects  of  a  series  of 
individual  projects. 

Coimnents :  Project  taken  as  a  whole  will  significantly  change  use 
patterns  at  Bannack  State  Park. 


IF  ANY  OF  THE  ABOVE  ARE  CHECKED,  HB  495  RULES  APPLY  TO  THIS 
PROPOSED  WORK  AND  SHOULD  BE  DOCUMENTED  ON  THE  MEPA/HP495  CHECKLIST. 
Refer  to  MPEA/HB495  Cross  Reference  Summary  for  further  assistctnce. 

cc:   Park  Meuiagers,  Region  1,2,4,5  fc  7 
Kevin  Redmond 
Mary  Ellen  McDonald 
Project  File 

3/92 
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